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Here are H & D telephone num- 
bers. It’s but a matter of minutes 
to reach the nearest one 





eee Main 2978M 
ERS. Wolfe 7376 
I ETS Stadium 
Buageport............. Barnum 3955 
uffalo_............-.-..Seneca 3156 
EEE: Superior 1332 
Cincinnati... .............-Avon 
Cleveland_-_-__.._..........-Main 6732 
Columbus ------- ...University 6319 
Cuyahoga Falls_....Cuyahoga 268 
.,, ars Main 
rr Glendale 4947 
a | OO _ Sees 31 
Indianapolis .-Riley 1188 
Kansas City Victor 6532 
Louisville__.._-.- City 644 
Minneapolis-_.-. Atlantic 1833 
PE icibiniincnannncmmetel ain 
New York ine Worth 1684 
eee 
Philadelphia_.........Lombard 7381 
Pittsburgh--___....-- Grant 6187 


Richmond... .-..-------Ra 
Roches “ 





In the Shadow of Your Telephone 


| geen at your elbow stands the gateway that 
will place you in ‘touch with the world’s 
largest packaging service in a few minutes’ time. 
The gateway is your telephone. 

For within three or four minutes telephone 
reach of any point in industrial 
North America is a Hinde & 
Dauch service unit—a unit that 
is ready to give immediate atten- 
tion to your pack- 
aging needs. 

Call the nearest 
H & D station 








whenever you have a packing problem to solve. 
If the 50 Hinde & Dauch package engineers 
do not have the answer already, they will 
cheerfully work it out for you, without obli- 
gating you in the least. 


THE 
HINDE & DAUCH PAPER 
COMPANY 


303 Decatur Street Sandusky, Ohio 


"Package Engineering”’ is an in- 
teresting booklet that shows how 
H&D Engineers have solved the 
packing problems of scores of man- 
ufacturers. Write for a free copy. 


HINDE X DAUCH "#4 SHIPPING BOXES 
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On time 


Arrivals... 


American Hawaiian 
Steamship Company 


Superior Coast to Coast Service 


EDITO! 
cURRE 


pEcis 

















































TABLE OF CONTENTS 


EDITORIAL ---e seer cece eee c eee eeeeeeee eee eeeeeaeeee sete ssncaes . 1309 


CURRENT TOPICS 1M WASHINGTON. ..... 26. ccscccccscccccsssces 1313 


DECISIONS OF THE COMMISSION: 


Cotton factory products, restriction of class rates on, from 


Southern to C. F. A. territory; I. and S. 3190................ 1315 
U. §. War Dept., Inland Waterways, Miss.-Warrior Service vs. 
A. & S. et al.; case 11893; barge line divisions.............. 1315 
Stickell, D. A., & Sons, Inc., vs. W. M. et al.; case 18598; _ 
grain and products (158 I. C. C., 759-765)... wcccecccccscves 1315 
Barschi, H., and Son et al. vs. B. & O. et al.; case 18000; 
ee | ee re re ee re Se ee 1316 
Klipstein, E. C., & Sons Co. vs. C. R. R. of N. J. et al.; 
Gees TOSILS TAUMETY TUBB, CEC. o6c cccvicdcveccsccsccseceessceees 1316 


Leonard, Crosset & Riley, Inc., et al. vs. A. H. T. et al.; case 
90337; also 20853, Northwestern Potato Exchange, Inc., vs. 
Same; 19285, Salina Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. A. T. 
& S. F. et al.; 19778, Wichita Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. 
A. T. & S. F. et al.; 20728, Northwestern Potato Exchange, 
Inc., et al. vs. Abilene & Southern et al.; also 16613 (Sub. 
No. 1), Grand Forks Commercial Club vs. Ahnapee & West- 
ern et al., reopened and further argued with these cases in 
so far as it concerns rates to the southwest; potatoes (155 


a a OEE Sciwusce dete enadesesntesssun enema eedebenene 1317 
Western Purchasing Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; case 21246; 

RE NE 9 aia Sinncca ers c.wiaierk-v/eincw nee ea arena bWlaie.eie aaa a wa eeoute 1318 
Pet Milk Co. vs. P. R. R. et al.; case 20818; canned evaporated 
BIE, nico sci we saat ai Aste a wae. waar oid Aa Ae KT Wag IAI 1318 


Keathly, A., vs. L. & N. et al.; case 19589; bituminous rock..1318 
Old Dominion Glass Corp. vs. P. R. R. et al.; case 18171; fuel 


ME sisiKG Ooo CONGRESS RESE PAE wwe 46 RW ONS CROCE EER eae 1318 
Jackson, Miss., Traffic Bureau vs. A. C. L. et al.; case 21142; 

NE RMN I oa 5 sc cans casasatsecls ig om we @ ennos a bse apa ae ane 1318 
Mid West Refining Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; case 21621; 

i SN foo ie bin den Ohew e690e Mee sehewkeskatoeaeees 1318 
Bernuth, Lembcke Co., Inc., vs. C. B. & Q. et al.; case 20990; 
CE ME Cha war eeewte cede OROeedNC Serr meSamhataee es weed ee 1318 
California Dressed Beef Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; 
case 16542; also associated cases; hOZS .........ccececccceces 1318 
McEwing and Thomas Clay Products Co. et al. vs. C. & E. L 

et al.; case 16282; also associated cases; brick............... 1318 
Mc Ginnis-Burdette Lumber Co. vs. A. T. & N. et al.; case 
Ne ME 6.Gh 6 oc caa wns tee dad eR EE OR EES ERE Secu sees wees 1318 
Nowlin, A. S., & Co. vs. N. & W. case 19368; coal............ 1318 


Armour Grain Co. vs. C. M. & St. P. et al.; case 18551; oats..1318 
Grain, absorption of switching charges on to Kansas City 


Pupue Service Co. pointe: 1. & GS. S40... ccccccvcccccecsecss 1318 
Gravel, slag, stone, etc., between N. Eng., N. Y. and Can. 
a re rae teeny ence ene 1318 


Switching, reciprocal, charges, at Evansville; I. and S. 3195..1318 
Columbus Brick & Tile Co. et al. vs. S. A. L. et al.; case 


DNs ON. CE MI 5:3,0016,5.0:0:6'0 tak sah MAREw SANs awa RRR soe 1318 
Arnold, C. F., & Co. vs. T. & N. O.; case 20745; hay............ 1318 
Praeee GEPGATS IN 1. CG. C. CAGES. ...0.565 .csicccecsccees. 1319 
EOSS AND DAMAGE DECICIONG. .....o.cccciscccccccssucacsseeees 1327 
MISCELLANEOUS TRAFFIC DECISIONS..............0.00000e0: 1328 
Pee NN So oiciois a Suu senda ueucbumaenekeaisdae vase siete 1229 
U. $. SUPREME COURT DECISIONG...........cccccscesecccccecs 1330 


ORGANIZATION OF SECURITY OWNERS (By Stanley H. Smith) 1331 


ce ee 1335 
QUESTIONS AND ANSWERG................ccccccueceeceues ...-1340 
PERSONAL NEWS AND NOTES.................0000000: iicewsy ee 
id ahs oscar dene eeansaaeadaensiiine 1354 
DOCKET OF THE COMMISSION.............c0ececceeeeeeeeee. .1356 


THE TRAFFIC SERVICE CORPORATION 


WASHINGTON CHICAGO 


MILLS BUILDING 418-430 S. MARKET S&T. 


Phone, Malm 3840 Telephone State 8635 


june 1, 1929 THE TRAFFIC WORLD 


LAKE TRANSPORTATION 





1301 


4 


SJOUIA HUAN NUAUNAUUECEUAMUAENAUAEAU HAULER NAA EAT ENACT 


| |g GF 
| DETROIT Sp” 


—— 
TOLEDO a= CLEVELAND 


= 
— 
= 
= 
= 
= 
= 
= 4 
= 
= 
= 
= 
= 
= 
= 
= 
4 
= 
= 
= 
4 





SHIPPING 
AUTOMOBILES ¢ 


In transportation, as in every phase of in- 
dustry, public confidence cannot be gained and 
held with a blare of trumpets and the promise 
of a dollar’s worth of service for fifty cents. 


It is the actual performance of a thoroughly 
dependable service season after season that 
creates and maintains the confidence of the 
shipping public. 


It is the consistency of NICHOLSON 
UNIVERSAL SERVICE in the handling of 
automobiles via Lake and via Lake and Rail, 
together with the economy derived from its 
differential rates that holds the faith of our 
customers and steadily increases their number. 


NICHOLSON UNIVERSAL STEAMSHIP COMPANY 


Owned by 
UNITED STATES FREIGHT COMPANY 


Offices: 
SS eer ...-South & Ohio Streets 
Chicago, Til. ........ ..+eee+-53 West Jackson Blvd. 


Cleveland, Ohio ............Foot of East 40th St. 
Detroit, Mich. ..............501 Coe Terminal Bldg. 


Milwaukee, Wis. ..... .sseee225 Erie Street 
Toledo, Ohio ....... ..++.++-Elm & Water Streets 
Groen Bay, Wi. ....ssec 125 So. Broadway 


NICHOLSON 
UNIVERSAL STEAMSHIP 
CoMPANY 
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HE battle against time and distance is ages old. It is because of this 
| pre struggle that large wholesalers and distributors of merchan- 
dise route mass shipments to central points, where they “break bulk” 
for further distribution to destinations. Whether the railroads originated 
the idea of bulk movement is not important; the fact remains that through 
package cars move quickly between points of origin and destination; they 
are not stopped for the loading of additional merchandise or the unloading of 
part of their contents. And these advantages are used by those traffic men 
who lead in the fight against time and distance. 





Today, retailers in Norfolk and Western territory can count to the hour 
when they may expect shipments; they can plan ahead for mid-week and 
week-end rushes; they can avoid disappointing the Mrs. Parkhills as well as 
the Mrs. Schmidts, neither of whom mean “maybe” when they say they 
want it today. A saving of hours or minutes in this day of speed means 
much to the retailer faced with relentless competition. 


Day after day these through merchandise cars come from the great centers 
of industry and food production. Their points of origin embrace the eastern 
half of the nation; their destinations include every strategic point on the 
Norfolk and Western Railway. The eventual distribution of their contents 
reaches practically every station on the railway and innumerable points 
nearby. 










Whatever you may produce for transportation from one locality to another» 
accept the suggestion that you give the nearest Norfolk and Western freight 
traffic representative an opportunity to discuss your shipping problems. 
You may be certain of his interest—and he may be able to help you in your 
fight against time and distance 


NORFOLK ann WESTERN 
RAILWAY 


ROANOKE - - - - - VIRGINIA 
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‘STOP your - 


2 Shipping 
=| Worrtes” 


You Can Get the Fast 
Service You Want by 
Routing Through the 


PEORIA GATEWAY 


Simply Show Junction Point 
| / a gt : Peoria, Ill.(Via P. & P. U. Ry.), 
it iis ) Soi f — Between Line Haul Carriers 












EXPEDITED SWITCHING SERVICE BETWEEN THE 
FOLLOWING RAILROADS 


Peoria and Pekin Union Railway Company 

Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Railway Company 

Chicago & Alton Railroad Company 

Chicago & North Western Railway Company 

Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Railroad Company 

Chicago and Illinois Midland Railway 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway Company 

Cleveland, Cincinnati, Chicago & St. Louis Railway Company 
Hllinois Central Railroad Been 

Illinois Terminal Railro 

Minneapolis & St. Lewis. ee Compan 

New York, a & . Co. (L E. & W. Dist.) 
Pennsylvania R +}, 

Peoria Terminal Compan 

Toledo, Peoria & Western Railroad 





Postal Card Passing Reports Promptly 
I~ at Furnished on All Carloads. 


Transfers of traffic between these many line-haul carriers are made within a few hours 
of the use of the facilities of the Peoria and Pekin Union, while a much longer period is 
required for such interchange of traffic through some of the larger and congested gate- 
ways. Traffic is handled with sufficient dispatch to avoid congestion, thus affording 
regular expeditious service in the movement of all through traffic. 





PEORIA AND PEKIN UNION RAILWAY 


Inquiries Solicited, Address E. F. Stock, Traffic Manager, Union Station, Peoria, Illinois 
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~jor every purpose 


INCE the beginning of American In- 
dustry, the Pittsburgh District has 

always been recognized as the Nation’s 
greatest industrial center. 
Picture its great natural resources of 
coal, iron and steel—its ideal geograph- 
ical location at the confluence of three 
deep rivers and the center of trunk line 
railroads from every quarter of the 
nation— 
Think of its great omion of 43,000,000 
people within a radius of 500 miles— 
14,000,000 within 200 miles and a pri- 
mary market of 2,500,000 in the Metro- 
politan Pittsburgh district alone. 
Then you will understand why so many 
Captains of Industry choose the Pitts- 
burgh District not only as a manufac- 
turing center but also as a center of 
distribution. 
No matter what you manufacture, dis- 
tribute or sell, you will find the Pitts- 
burgh District the logical location and 
the Montour Railroad the connecting 
link between your plant or warehouse 
and main line transportation. 
Ask us to acquaint you with the many 
fine plant or warehouse sites now avail- 
able at extremely attractive prices. 


MONTOUR R.R. 


1141 Oliver Bldg. Pittsburgh, Penna. 
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Write me if you 
want facts 
about the 
Textile Industry 


In 
ARKANSAS 


J. G. CARLISLE a 





operators, investors and technical men are realizing more and more the opportunities the 
state offers for efficient, economical and profitable operation of textile plants. 

Arkansas is in the center of a great cotton producing area and has attractive nearby markets. 
It has an abundance of efficient, native white labor, a guaranteed low tax rate, dependable and effi- 
cient transportation facilities and a climate well suited to such an industry. 

All these factors and many more are ably set forth in a series of surveys of eight Arkansas 
communities made by Robert and Company, internationally known experts. The surveys have been 
printed in handy pamphlet form by the Missouri Pacific Lines and are yours for the asking. They 
give a general and convincing picture of Arkansas as a state ideal for textile manufacturing and 
will prove interesting and helpful to anyone connected in any way with the industry. 

A staff of industrial experts, fully conversant with all the requirements of the textile industry, are 
at your disposal. Our specialists are prepared to present the many attractive features of Arkansas as 
conclusive evidence of the conviction that is becoming 
more and more apparent that the future of the textile in- 
dustry is focused on the rapidly growing industrial state 
of Arkansas. 

The placing of the staff of this department at your 
command is only a part of the service of the Missouri 
Pacific Lines, a service that means all that the word im- 


A operat is becoming widely recognized as a coming textile manufacturing state. Far-seeing 





Six Reasons 


Arkansas Offers Unusual Oppor- 
tunities for Textile Industry 








Development plies and that reaches far beyond the mere efficiency of 
- transportation service it renders travelers and shippers. 
Low Tax Rate The growing conviction that Arkansas is the future tex- 






tile manufacturing state has prompted the Industrial De- 
velopment Department of the Missouri Pacific Lines to spe- 
cialize in the compilation of facts substantiating this belief. 
The services of this Department are at your disposal. 
I will be pleased to have the opportunity to serve you. 


J. G. CARLISLE, Director, 


Low local tax rate assured by spirit of com- 
munities to co-operate in industrial develop- 
ment, New textile plants state-exempted for 
seven years. 







Raw Material 


Abundant supply of cotton assured as Arkan- 
sas is the center of a territory tht produces 67 
per cent of the nation’s cotton supply. 









Transportation . 
; ota ' Industrial Development Department 
Points covered in surveys are located on Mis- i 
souri Pacific Lines, assuring dependable trans- St. Louis, Mo. 
portation to all parts of the country. 


Labor Supply 
An abundant supply of native white labor, 
naturally intelligent, easily taught and with 
no disturbing influences. 


Cheap Power 


Nearness of communities to cheap electric 
power, coal fields and supplies of natural gas 
and huge oil fields. 


é Ideal Climate 


Long summers and short, open winters are the 
chief characteristics of Arkansas climate—an 
ideal combination for industrial development. 
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Practical Words 


from 


Practical Railroad 
Men— 


International Truck, above, and 

McCormick-Deering Industrial 

Tractor, below, property of the 

Illinois Central Railroad ... 
See Mr. Mann’s letter. 


recommended to others 
seeking the same service 


“To the International Harvester Company: 


“I am enclosing a picture of the McCormick- 
Deering Industrial Tractor which was purchased 
and put in service in November, 1924, this machine ee they could not now cet 
having worked regularly since that date, and, out- ‘4 + § 
side of accidents, with a very small operating cost. 
We find this machine well suited for the heavy 
outdoor work of transporting material between 
stores, shops, and yards. Although having been in 
service more than four years, it is in good working 
condition and with proper care should last several 
years longer. 


along without this equipment” 


“Our Stores Department has been using 
International Harvester tractor and trail- 
ers at Marshalltown, Iowa, for the past 
two years with very satisfactory results, 
and report that they now could not get 
along without this equipment.” 

“I am also attaching a picture of the 114-ton 
International truck that we have in use at Burnside. 
This truck is used for picking up LCL shipments in 
the Chicago territory and has now been in service 


This word comes from the 
Chicago Great Western road. 


since January, 1928, and is in good condition and 
has been operated at small cost. 


“In addition to this truck we have International 
Harvester trucks in use at Paducah, Memphis, East 
St. Louis, and Chicago Commissary, all of which 
have given good service.” 

A. C. MANN 


Vice-President, Illinois Central Railroad 
in charge of purchases 


McCormick-Deering Industrial 
Tractors, Model 20 and 30. Inter- 
national Trucks include the 
Special Delivery; the 1-ton Six- 
Speed Special; Speed Trucks, 1%, 
1%, and 2-ton; and Heavy-Duty | 
Trucks 2% to 5-ton. Service ren- 
dered by 172 Company - owned 
branches in the United States 
and Canada and through many 
dealers. Special information sent 
on request. 





INTERNATIONAL HARVESTER COMPANY 


OF AMERICA 


(Incorporated) 


McCORMICK-DEERING Industrial 
Tractors—INTERNATIONAL Trucks 


606 So. Michigan Ave. Chicago, Illinois 
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YOUR FREIGHT 


Receives Careful Handling and Prompt Shipment 
via the | 











Great Northern Railway 


From and to St. Paul, Minneapolis, Duluth, Superior, 
Sioux City, Winnipeg, Billings, Butte, Spokane, Seattle, 
Tacoma, Portland and intermediate points—with 
through daily merchandise cars to Pacific Northwest 
and intermediate points. 








Serving the Northwest with a Dependable 
Passenger Service Including the 










Luxurious—Faster Time—No Extra Fare 


Oriental Simited 


Between Seattle and Chicago Without Change of Cars 










H. H. Brown M. J. Costello A. J. Dickinson 
General Traffic Manager Western Traffic Manager Passenger Traffic Manager 
St. Paul, Minn. Seattle, Wash. Se. Paul, Minn. 


H. G. Dow T. J. Shea 
Eastern Traffic Manager Asst. General Freight Agent 
New York City 105 W. Adams St., Room 620, 

Chicago, IIL. a 
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Total Rail Lines 
16,726.69 
Miles 
Total Water 
Lines 
3,825 Miles 


THE TRAFFIC WORLD 


Vol. XLIII, No, 29 


Southern Pacific 
Highways 
Lead to the 
Main Streets 


FROM TRAIL TO RAIL 


(Continued from May 25th issue) 


CHAPTER XXIII 


Early Days as a Through Railroad— 
Revenues for First Year—No 
Through Equipment— 

Some Early Trips. 

The laurel ties, with the 
spikes of various precious 
metals, were taken away 
after the ceremony and 
more businesslike substi- 
tutes put in their places. 
It was necessary to put in 
several “last” ties, as 

souvenir hunters, who had _ refrained 
from defacing the polished ceremonial 
sleeper, tore several substitutes to pieces 
in their eagerness to 
carry away a souvenir. 
For months afterwards 
in all parts of the coun- 
try miniature gold 
spikes were offered for 
sale as mementos of 
the completion of 
America’s first trans- 
continental railroad. 
The laurel tie had a 
place of honor in the 
General Offices of the 
Southern Pacific Com- 
pany until it was 
burned up in the fire of 
April 18, 1906, which 
destroyed San Francis- 
co. The spikes and the 
sledge with which Gov- 
ernor Stanford drove 
the golden spike and 
tapped to the world the 
story of the big job 
finished are in the 
Memorial Museum at 
Stanford University. 
The banking house 
of Fisk & Hatch of New York, in a re- 
port to the bondholders of the Central 
Pacific Railroad Company under date of 
January 1, 1870, gives us a close-up pic- 
ture of the Central Pacific in its infancy. 


March of Civilization 


“During the past year,’ the report 
says, “the great Pacific Railroad, uniting 
the two oceans by a continuous line of 
rail across the American continent, has 
become completed and through trains to 
the Pacific Coast have already become a 
familiar fact. 

“And now before the words of skep- 
ticism and doubt have hardly passed 
from the lips that uttered them, the 
light and smoke of the locomotives are 
seen on the summit of the Rocky Moun- 
tains, in the Valley of the Great Salt 
Lake, on the plains beyond, on the crest 
of the Sierra and on the Pacific Slope, 
stretching day and night from the At- 
lantic to the Pacific, a pillar of fire and 


SOUTHER 


A History of Southern Pacific 


cloud, leading the march of civilization 
across the continent. 

“Having negotiated the loans of the 
Central Pacific Railroad Company when 
the road was but a strip of rails, over 
which a man could walk in a day, strug- 
gling up the western slope of the Sierra, 
we now at the close of the year which 
has witnessed its completion, take pleas- 
ure in laying before you an exhibit of 
the present condition and prospects of 
the company. 

“On the 10th of May last the track of 
the Central Pacific Railroad met that of 
the Union Pacific Railroad at Promon- 
tory Summit, 1084 miles west from 
Omaha and 690 miles east from Sacra- 
mento, and the last spike was driven 


“~—_| © OFFLINEAGENGIES 
@ GATEWAYS | 


with imposing ceremonies. On the 12th 
of May the first through train from 
Omaha to Sacramento passed over the 
roads and on the 15th through trains 
commenced running regularly. Since 
that time the portion of the road be- 
tween Promontory Summit and Ogden, 
52 miles further east, having by an ar- 
rangement between the two companies 
and in conformity with a resolution of 
Congress, been constructed by the Union 
for the Central, becoming a part of the 
Central Pacific Railroad, and the junc- 
tion of the two roads was fixed at or 
near Ogden, 1032 miles west from Omaha, 
and 742 miles east from Sacramento, the 
line of the Central Pacific Railroad is 
therefore 742 miles in length, extending 
from Sacramento, California, on the west 
and the junction with the Union Pacific 
at Ogden, Utah, on the east. 

“During the month of September last 
the Western Pacific Railroad, connecting 
Sacramento with San Francisco was com- 


(Advertisement) 


N PACIFIC LINES 


pleted, furnishing the final link in the 
main chain of the National Pacific Roads,” 

The report refers to the beginning of 
construction of the San Francisco-Port. 
land line, which was started in 1867 and 
of which 51 miles had been completed. 


Earnings and Equipment 


It also gives some interesting figures 
showing the revenue from operations. 
The earnings of the road from January 
1 to May 1, 1869, derived almost wholly 
from local business with an average of 
less than 450 miles in operation, were as 
follows: “Gross earnings, $1,306,943; 
operating expenses, $824,044; net earn- 
ings, $482,899. The earnings received 
from May 1 to December 31, the first 
eight months of the 
through connection, 
were: Gross earnings, 
$4,442,652; operating 
expenses, $2,198,197; 
net earnings, $2,244,455. 

Here are the receipts 
for the month of Sep- 
tember, 1869, segregat- 
ed as to sources. 
From passen- 

gers $302,259.29 
From freight 262,250.32 
From express 15,704.83 
From mail.. 15,248.20 
From wharf. 1,250.95 
From miscel- 

laneous ... 
From tele- 

graph 
From 


1,023.21 


11,498.41 


$609,787.90 
The equipment of the 
road at the end of 1869 
was as follows: 130 
passenger cars, costing 
$544,400; 21 sleeping cars costing, $262,- 
500; 160 locomotives, costing $2,240,000; 
25 baggage, postoffice and express cars, 
costing $62,500; and 2572 freight cars, 
costing $3,214,800. And on machine 
vestment in equipment of $7,374,200. 
From May 15, 1869, until September 8, 
1869, through passengers on the Pacific 
Railroad made the trip between Sacra- 
mento and San Francisco by river 
steamer. To handle this business, the 
company operated 27 river steamers of 
all sorts and sizes and a score of barges. 
On September 8, 1868, however, the 
railroad line between Sacramento and 
Oakland via Melrose was completed 
and Central Pacific trains ran through 
from Ogden to Oakland. The line from 
Melrose to San Jose opened September 
15, 1869, giving San Francisco direct rail 
connection with the new transconti- 
nental railroad. 


(To be continued in June 8th issue) 
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CHICAGO, ILL. WASHINGTON, 
WHAT IS VALUATION, AND WHY? 


What is the value of anything one owns—a house, 
an automobile, a suit of clothes, a piece of furniture, or 
arailroad? Is it not what it would cost now to repro- 
duce or purchase that article, less depreciation since the 
time it was produced or purchased? It seems to us, 
that the problem of valuation would be very much sim- 
plified if this rule of common sense were adopted. It is 
the rule that appeals to everybody as sensible and fair. 

Of course, when one is seeking to sell something he 
owns, he cannot always get for it its true physical value, 
arrived at in this fashion, for no one may wish to buy a 
house, or an automobile, or a railroad, except at a bar- 
gain, in which case the seller is “out of luck,” but the 
facts of physical value are not altered. Nor are they 
altered if, because of some market situation, he is able 
to get more than the physical value. In that case he is 
“in luck,” 

If rates are to be based on value, it would be much 
simpler to adopt this system of valuation and then ad- 
just the percentage of adequate return so that it would 
produce what the railroads, in the judgment of Congress 
or the Commission, ought to earn, instead of striving 
for some forced, artificial method of valuation on which 
an arbitrary rate of return will not produce too much 
revenue or will produce sufficient revenue. -It seems to 
us that much of our trouble in this respect is caused by 
the fact that we go about our task wrong end foremost. 

What we have said is based on the assumption that 
valuation ought to be or is to continue to be the basis 
for rates. But why any such basis? Of what good is 
it when, in using it, we either arrive at an artificial valua- 
tion, so that rates, at a given percentage of adequate 
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return, will be what are considered proper, or juggle with 
the percentage of adequate return so that it will produce 
the amount of revenue thought fair? In either case 
what is sought is a proper return, is it not? And in either 
case the amount of return is the basis on which we judge 
the fairness of the valuation or of the percentage of 
return. We very well know, as does everybody else, 
that if, as a result of the O’Fallon decision and subse- 
quent court proceedings, the valuation of the railroads, 
as made by the Commission under the rules of the Su- 
preme Court, should be doubled, as compared with the 
figure the Commission has had in mind, five and threc 
quarters per cent would not stand as the measure of 
adequate return the railroads were entitled to receive. 
Even if the railroads tried to get it and the Commission 
were willing—neither of which is conceivable—Congress 
would not permit it. And if the valuation were cut in 
half, instead of doubled, the percentage of return would 
have to be increased. Then why valuation at all? Is it 
not merely a striving for a basis that is, in reality, no 
basis at all? Why a percentage of adequate return? Is 
it not a percentage that means nothing, because based 
on a valuation arrived at with the purpose of making 
the result consistent with what is thought to be proper? 

What we are after is a system that will insure to 
the railroads, under government regulation, a proper re- 
turn on the money invested in them—a return not too 
large or too small but, as nearly as may be, one that will 
be recognized by all interests as fair. Valuation is, per- 
haps, with all its faults, as good as any other basis, but 
we hope some genius will devise a plan that will be more 
scientific and satisfying. Valuation seems to get us 
nowhere. 


A BROOKHART IDEA 

It is, perhaps, unnecessary in addressing Traffic 
World readers, to comment on any economic idea ad- 
vanced by Senator Brookhart, and yet his opinions, ex- 
pressed in connection with the introduction of his bill 
for a national highway system of 25,000 miles for the 
purpose of having a “competitive line to keep down 
railroad rates” illustrates the jumble that exists in the 
minds of many with respect to the subject of railroad 
rates. 

Congress has absolute control of the level of rates. 
It has put forth a rule for the guidance of the Commis- 
sion in this matter in section 15a, of the transportation 
act. If this rule, in the light of events since its enact- 
ment, does not now suit Congress, it can be changed. 
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But why, in the name of all that is sensible and logical, 
regulate railroad rates through Congressional enactment 
and Commission administration, and then set up gov- 
ernment-subsidized or encouraged competition with the 
nilroads to “keep the rates down”? 

If the railroads were unrestricted in the matter of 
their rates there might be some reason for government 
competition or government measures designed to help 
competition, though, even then, we should say that the 
government ought to keep out of the transportation and 
all other business; but to regulate the rates of a carrier 
and then compete with it also strikes us as being nothing 
short of ridiculous. 

Of course, the trouble with men like Brookhart is 
that they must always have something like the railroads 
to fight, else they cannot impress their constituents with 
the idea ‘that they are battling for the people. If the 
railroad and similar problems were thoroughly under- 
stood by the public, Brookhart and men of his ilk would 


be out of jobs. 


“BACKBONE OF TRANSPORTATION” 


That the railroads must continue to be the “back- 
bone of transportation” in the United States is a state- 
ment that has been reiterated frequently. 

“We have the question of water transportation, of 
rubber transportation ; in other words, travel on the high- 
ways, of air transportation, all either just in their in- 
fancy or just resurrected from a long sleep, as in the 
case of waterways,” said R. H. Aishton, president of 
the American Railway Association, before the freight 
claim division of the association last week. ‘“Notwith- 
standing all these things, the railroads must still con- 
tinue to be the backbone of transportation in this coun- 
a 
Only a day or two after Mr. Aishton made this state- 
ment the Commission suspended railroad schedules pro- 
posing a new provision applicable in connection with 
ratings on airplanes and airplane parts. Even Mercury 
must have the service of the “backbone of transpor- 
tation !” 


HIGHWAY TRANSPORTATION 


Harry G. Williams, president and general manager of United 
Highway Transit Lines, Inc., Albany, New York, in an address 
May 25 at a banquet of representatives of trucking companies 
operating in the service of his corporation, dealt with the matter 
of motor vehicle regulation as follows: 


The railway carriers complain about competition from the high- 
way carriers only on the ground of its unfair advantages resulting 
from inequality of treatment on the part of the federal and state 
governments. They believe that the different modes of transport 

ing up our transportation system—the railways, the highways, 
the airways, and the waterways—should all be put upon a basis of 
equality of treatment in respect to the exercise of governmental 
regulatory powers, and that there should be no favoritism toward 
one or discrimination against another. 

The railway carriers not only believe that all forms of transport 
engaged in the business of common carriers in competition with them 
should be under equal governmental regulation and treatment, but 
that the several agencies should be co-ordinated in the interest of 
eliminating transportation waste and giving to the public the greatest 
possible service at the least possible cost. In the development of 
the most economical transportation service, therefore, the problem 
would be to find the most efficient agency for each class of traffic. If, 
= a fair and just basis of competition, certain classes of traffic can 
- handled more efficiently and economically by highway lines than 
way of water lines, then the public interest could be satisfied 
clusivety permitting the highway lines to render the service ex- 
* On account of limited carrying capacities of trucks and high 
peerating costs, highway lines will not, under existing rates for 
etl enortation by railway carriers, become very formidable com- 
i tors of the railway freight lines for general merchandise shipping 
bone a distance of about 60 miles, nor of the railway express lines 
mt oa a distance of around 200 miles; so the field of useful and 
Profitable operation of trucks in any scheme of regular transporta- 
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tion service on daily schedules is, and always will be, limited by 
railway freight and express services. And not only are trucks 
limited as to spheres of operations, but also as to classes of goods 
which they can handle advantageously. 

In view of these facts, nobody is likely to contend that the rail- 
way lines, freight or express, need to take a pessimistic view as 
regards their future. They will always be the backbone of any 
transportation scheme, whatever it may be. If the railway freight 
lines should not Kandle a pound of less than carload freight under 
60 miles, and the railway express lines a pound under 200 miles, their 
field of service would still be large enough to keep them extremely 
busy; and in all probability the net returns from their operations 
would be greater, if the contention that short-haul traffic is un- 
profitable to the railway carriers is correct. 

Undoubtedly, the day will never come when the government, 
federal or state, will undertake to say which mode of transport shall 
handle certain classes of goods, or whether one mode or another shall 
be permitted to render service to the exclusion of all the others; 
so there is scarcely anything here to cause highway carriers any 
concern at this time. Economic forces will make the necessary ad- 
justments along these lines. The interest of the public requires 
that each mode of transport shall be allowed to develop along the 
lines of its natural advantages and possibilities, and that wholesome 
competitive elements among them shall not be eliminated or ham- 
pered in any way. 

The day may come, however, when highway carriers will be 
brought under some form of government regulation; but such a 
course might be welcomed in the interest of stabilizing highway 
service and rates, assuring confidence and dependability in highway 
carriers, and eliminating competition of a character that has no 
place in the economic structure of the transportation world, competi- 
tion that can make no worthy and lasting contribution to the wel- 
fare of business in general. Whatever comes in the way of proposals 
for governmental regulation of the highway carriers should be dealt 
with in a spirit of justice and fairness to all sides, and not en- 
gender feelings of bitterness. It is in an atmosphere of friendly, 
co-operative relations that progress toward the solution of vexatious 
problems can be accomplished with the greatest degree of satisfac- 
tion to all concerned. If there is inherent good in regulation of one 
form of transportation, then it is sane and logical to assume that 
there is inherent good in regulation of all forms. 


Speaking of the advantages of centralized direction, he said: 


The field of service to the public in the transportation of goods 
by truck has suffered from inadequate cultivation and attention on 
the part of the trucking industry. And the trucking industry itself 
has suffered from a lack of proper coordination and centralized di- 
rection of the operations of its various units. As a matter of fact, 
there is scarcely any industry so thoroughly disorganized and so 
beset with haphazard systems of practice and operation as the 
trucking industry. 

In no other sphere of the transportation world can one find such a 
diversity of charges for services of the same character, or such a 
variety of operating practices, as in that sphere occupied by the 
trucking industry. When one desires to employ the services of a 
trucking company he finds himself shopping about for bargains, 
just as one might do in purchasing merchandise. And after one has 
closed negotiations for trucking services, he wonders if he might not 
have done better had he had the time for more shopping. These 
conditions result in the loss of much valuable time to both the 
buyer and seller of trucking services; and they point to a lack of 
faith on the part of the public in the integrity and practices of 
trucking companies. 

An unfortunate situation in the trucking industry arises from 
the fact that anybody with a few dollars and a willingness to work 
extremely hard through long hours can enter the trucking business; 
and if he should be successful in finding some tonnage he may earn 
a livelihood, so long as the truck itself lasts and the installments 
on it are paid when due. But it so often happens that when install- 
ments cannot be paid or the time comes to purchase a new truck, 
a career in the trucking business is blighted. In the meantime, ton- 
nage which might have gone toward reducing unit operating costs 
of a worthy trucking organization has been used to no good ad- 
vantage to the public or to the trucking industry. There is but one 
way for the trucking industry to rid itself of the transient truck- 
man, and that is to make trucking operations on a small scale un- 
attractive. 

Coordination of the services of trucking companies for long- 
distance shipping under the direction and responsibility of a single 
management is in the interest of efficient, economical, and profitable 
operation of trucks, expediting transit service, and affording the 
public extensive and reliable trucking services at reasonable charges 
and under arrangements which will greatly facilitate and expedite 
all transactions involved in shipping by truck. 


O’FALLON CASE FUTURE 


The Trafic World Washington Bureau 


Only the most incidental consideration has been given by 
the Commission as to the next move in the O’Fallon recapture 
case in which the Supreme Court of the United States has found 
that it did not obey the mandate of Congress to make valua- 
tions in accordance with the law of the land. It is the thought 
now that the Commission will make plans for further proceed- 
ings in the case before adjournment for the summer recess 
is taken. The impression is strong that the Commission will 
have to work under the present heavy pressure until August 1 
before thinking of vacation plans. Arrangements for revision 
of the O’Fallon decision, it is thought, will be made before the 
vacation. 

There is only one thing to be done. The Commission must 
give consideration to the present cost of production. In that 
part of the Commission which made the report in the O’Fallon 
case and was overturned by the court of last resort, it is» hotly, 
but unofficially, of course, argued that consideration was given 
to the present cost of construction or production and that the 
Commission found that the testimony on that phase of the 
subject was of no probative value. Therefore, no weight was 
given to the present cost of construction or production in the 
sum stated as the value of the property used. There is regret 
among that element of the Commission that Justice Brandeis 
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did not write the opinion of the court even if, in so doing, he 
would have written something to which he did not subscribe. 
The thought among the men on the losing side is that Mr. 
Brandeis would have given the Commission some helpful sug- 
gestions in respect of the manner in which it could perform 
its duty as declared by the court. They think the opinion writ- 
ten by Justice McReynolds is cold and not helpful. However, 
opposed to that view, is the opinion that the court gave in- 
structions to the Commission in the form of the quotation from 
the dissenting view in the O’Fallon report of Commissioner 
Hall. Mr. Hall is no longer a commissioner, but the court em- 
bodied his view as to the duty of the Commission in the matter 
in its opinion. In that way, it has been suggested, the court 
tells the Commission what to do. Commissioner Hall, in his 
dissent, pointed out that the majority, in putting a value on 
the units installed between June 30, 1914, and June 30, 1919, 
arrived at the value of the units installed in that period by 
taking the unit prices of June 30, 1914, and adding something 
to them on account of the inflation of prices in the 1914-19 
period. A different method, he pointed out, was used for finding 
the value in 1923, no enhancement being allowed for units in- 
stalled prior to June 30, 1914, to present the increase in prices 
since that time. The installations made prior to 1914, he added, 
constituted by far the major part of the property. 

“As to this major part of the carrier’s property devoted to 
carrier purposes in 1923 (one of the recapture years involved 
in the suit) no consideration is given to costs and prices then 
obtaining or to increases therein since 1914,” said Mr. Hall. 

In substance, it has been suggested, the Supreme Court 
upheld the view of the four dissenting commissioners, if that 
view, broadly speaking, was the one Mr. Hall put on paper. The 
dissenters who are still members of the Commission are Messrs. 
Aitchison, Woodlock and Taylor. An expeditious way to handle 
the matter, it has been suggested, would be for the Commission 
to turn the case over to the three for handling, after there 
had been an earnest consideration of the testimony relating to 
present cost of production (in 1923) and the arrival at an agree- 
ment as to how much should be added to unit prices of that 
year to represent the enhanced value of the units installed 
prior to 1914. The thought was that when that had been done, 
one of the three dissenters should write a report, the fact that 
one of the three dissenters having been given the task of writing 
the report tending to show the court that while the majority 
might be of the same opinion still, it was bowing to the superior 
authority in revamping its work. 

How long revamping will take has been vaguely estimated 
at, perhaps, a year. The thought on the losing side in the 
Commission is that the record is broad enough to enable revi- 
sion to be made without the addition of much, if any, testimony. 
Even when the report is revised there is a suspicion that there 
will be more litigation. In fact, a general impression is that 
valuation litigation, instead of having been brought within sight 
of the end by the O’Fallon case, has merely got it well started. 
The question of depreciation was treated as of so minor im- 
portance in the O’Fallon case that it was not even mentioned 
in the opinion of the court. Depreciation is an important ques- 
tion to many railroads, although it was not of prime weight 
to the O’Fallon. 


RELIEF FOR SHORT LINES 


The Senate interstate commerce committee has ordered a 
favorable report on S, 571, the bill introduced by Senator Phipps, 
of Colorado, amending section 204 of the transportation act 
to provide for court review of decisions of the Commission as 
to reimbursement of deficits of short lines in the period of 
federal control. It is understood that if the Senate passes 
the bill, an effort will be made to have the House take it up 
at this session under a special rule. The Senate passed the 
bill at the last session, but the House committee on interstate 
and foreign commerce did not act on it. 

A similar bill (H. R. 3500) has been introduced in the 
House by Representative Hardy, of Colorado. 


DR. HOHENZOLLERN CALLS 


Imperial majesty in search of statistical material gave 
some commissioners and Commission staff men a bit of a kick 
May 29 when a tall, slender, brown-haired man listened for a 
short time to arguments in the Hoch-Smith grain case and 
later called on M. O. Lorenz, chief of the Commission’s bureau 
of statistics. The young man was accompanied by H. W. Pric- 
kett, of the Ogden (Utah) Grain Exchange. The card the 
young man left, with those upon whom he called, read “Dr. 
Louis Ferdinand, prinz von Preussen.” Better identification is 
afforded by the fact that the young man is the eldest grandson 
of the former kaiser of Germany. The prince came into the 
limelight when he was discovered working in a Ford plant 
at Los Angeles, a short time ago. He is on his way to Buenos 
Aires where he will continue as a Ford employe. 

The young man’s call at the Commission, however, had 
nothing to do with his work as a Ford man. He was on his 
ewn mission, gathering material to be used in a thesis he is 
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preparing for the University of Berlin, of which he jg an 
alumnus with a degree entitling him to describe himsel ag 
doctor. Immigration into the United States and the Argenting 
and railroads in the two countries are to be treated by the 
scion of the deposed house of Hohenzollern. The young may 
paid his respects to Chairman Lewis as the head of the Con. 
mission, called on Commissioner Meyer as a fellow alumny 
of the university and then went to Mr. Lorenz’s office for a 
talk about statistics. With every one other than Mr. Meye, 
the doctor used English. As fellow alumni, Meyer and Hohep. 
zollern used German to talk about the professors they hag 
known and the “commers” they had attended. The others woul 
have had more difficulty with German than the prince of Pruggj, 
had with English in getting ideas back and forth. 

Mr. Prickett and the young man became acquainted 4s 
travelers on the same train and the Ogden man offered hig 
services in helping the heir presumptive to the abolished jp. 
perial throne to obtain the figures he needed for the “piece” 
or “pieces” Louis Ferdinand intends to write. 


BROOKHART HIGHWAY PLAN 


Creation of a national highway system of approximatel) 
25,000 miles for the purpose of having “a competitive freight 
line” to keep down railroad rates is proposed by Senator Brook. 
hart, of Iowa, in S. 1248, a bill to provide for the construction 
of highways. 

The senator said the O’Fallon decision had been interpreted 
by some to mean that railroad rates would be increased $2,000- 
000,000 a year. He said he did not place that interpretation 
on the decision. In fact, said he, he believed the decision gaye 
authority to Congress to amend the transportation act and pre. 
vent an increase in rates. ° 

“If our railroad rates are to be increased in this country, 
we especially need a system of highways of that kind, and we 
need it now,” said he, after having explained that the system 
he proposed would mean about 25,000 miles of highway and 
that it would cost about 80,0600 a mile “to build roads which 
would carry the heaviest traffic, especially to carry truck trains,” 

The Brookhart bill provides that the cost of the highway 
system be met by the Secretary of the Treasury issuing United 
States notes in amounts not to exceed a total of $2,000,000,000. 

“Two billion dollars is a small amount to put into a com- 
petitive freight line in the United States, with a railroad system 
that will be valued at $40,000,000,000 if the high value shall 
be put upon it which some censider the decision of the Supreme 
Court will make possible,” said he. 


TRANSPORTATION BILLS 


Representative Steele, of Georgia, has introduced H. R. 3296, 
a bill to amend section 15 of the interstate commerce act by 
adding at the end of paragraph 1 thereof a proviso to read as 
follows: 

Provided, That the right given in this section, as well as in an) 
other section of the interstate commerce act, to prescribed minimum 
rates shall not be construed to prevent carriers, when they can do 
so without violation of any other section of the act, from making 
rates competitive between the shippers served by such carriers and 
the shippers in other sections competing therewith, the minimum 
rate provision having no other force and effect than the prevention 
of violations of the interstate commerce act. 

Senator Jones, of Washington, has introduced S. 1272, a 
bill to codify the shipping and navigation laws of the United 


States. 


GRAIN CUTS EFFECTIVE 


The Trafic World Washington Bureow 


Reduced rates on wheat and wheat flour became effective 
May 29, in accordance with the sixth section permits issued by 


the Commission May 21. The necessary tariffs to bring about 
the reductions on the principal if not all the rail lines involved, 
were sent to the Commission May 28, effective the next day. 
Each bears September 30 as the expiration date and contains 
clauses restoring, on October 1, the rates in effect May 28, 
except where longer time is needed to complete transactions: 
involving the use of lake or ocean transportation facilities 
The Commission, in fourth section order No. 10072, pre 
mulgated on the day the reduced rates authorized in permits 
issued to E. B. Boyd and W. S. Curlett became effective, granted 
the relief specified in the sixth section permission No. 93255 
and supplements thereto, on Wheat and wheat flour. The relief 
is from the long-and-short-haul part of the fourth section only. 


FINAL VALUATION 


Valuation No. 401, Central Railroad Company of New Jersey et al, 
opinion No. B-718, 149 I. C. C. 659, final value for rate-making pur: 
poses of properties of the carriers embraced in this proceeding, be 
by the respective carriers for common-carrier purposes, found to 
$132,586,089, including $3,110,000 for working capital, as of June - 
1918. The wholly owned and used property of the Central of el 
Jersey was valued at $104,400,000, as of the valuation date. Proper 
owned but not used was valued at $9,106, and used but not owned, 
$21,866,612. 
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Current Topics 


in Washington 





Fifteen Days of Argument.—No one being willing to go 
through the records, those interested in the work of the Com- 
mission this week guessed that the fifteen days given to argu- 
ments in the Hoch-Smith grain case was the longest argument 
to which the Commission ever consented to listen. It certainly 
is longer than the time allowed to any case in the last eighteen 
years, though memory says that, in 1910 and 1911, arguments 
were stretched out at times for several days, if not weeks. But 
the point is not worth research. There is a suspicion that after 
the talk has been going on for about eight days some of those 
who now think they must be heard will come to a contrary 
conclusion. It is well known that in a relatively short time 
those waiting to be heard find that what they desire to say 
has been said by some predecessor. The only drawback to 
the comforting thought that the talk may be shortened is the 
fact that not all those who have obtained time have been sitting 
on the side-lines listening to their predecessors. Some of those 
fortunate to get assignments figured that they would not be 
called on until near the end of the second week or the beginning 
of the third week. They have been going about their ordinary 
business this week unaware that what they have it in their 
heads to say probably has already been said. Were all those 
who have asked to be heard compelled to be on hand ready 
to talk when called on at the whim or caprice of a commis- 
sioner it is believed that the argument would come to an end 
in much less than fifteen days. But the program was so 
arranged before the talking started that the speakers could 
play a relay race, each man knowing when he would be called 
on to assume the burden of assisting the Commission. On 
account of that program the shortening may not be as much 
as if there were no order in which speakers would be heard, 
arranged before the start. Yet there is a suspicion that gaps 
will occur, because the man supposed to go-next is not present 
when his name is called. If the Commission puts all such 
defaulters at the foot of the calendar, it is believed the whole 
fifteen days will not be used. A carefully prepared program, 
however, invites requests for time that would not be made if 
each man who desired to discuss the matter had to be prepared, 
at any time to go forward with the presentation of his views. 
The fact that the case covered the whole subject of grain rates 
in a wide area gave state commission representatives an un- 
usual opportunity to express their views. They could get into 
the argument without running the risk of taking sides if and 
when there was a contest—for example, between southern 
Kansas and that part of the state in sympathy with the Kansas 
City idea that grain should flow through that market even if 
a considerable back-haul or out-of-line haul were involved. The 
attorneys for the state bodies could all array themselves on 
one side because, at the start, if not throughout the case, each 
could say that the rates were high enough or too high. The 
question of relationship was in the background, though not 
absent. The relationship question comes out generally when 
arguments on formal complaint cases are to be made. Inas- 
much as the examiners proposed the same level of rates 
throughout the territory, there was no relationship question in 
the forefront, although the northwest stood on its proposition 
that it was entitled to lower rates than the rest of the western 
district. No state was in a good strategic position to say that 
it should have lower rates than its neighbor or that its neigh- 
bor should pay higher rates. By the same sign, the railroad 
lawyers could argue on that question of the general level with- 
out getting into each other’s hair. A general level of rates 
Proposition affords opportunity for much talk, and, according 
to the program, not many will allow it to get away from them. 





Death of Joseph N. Teal.—Word that Joseph N. Teal, one 
of the oldest practitioners before the Commission had died a 
few hours before was circulated among the hundreds of fellow 
practitioners at the opening of the Hoch-Smith grain discussion. 
No man stood higher with his fellows than “Joe” Teal. Even 
if he was one of the older men at the bar, he was “Joe” to 
Practically everyone who knew him. There was less “side” 
and “swank” to him than to any man with such opportunity 
as he had to hold himself just a little better than many of his 
fellows. A man who has been invited to a seat in the cabinet 
of a President of the United States, most men will agree, has 
aright to think so well of himself that at times he may forget 
that he is like other men. Teal (he was of a size it was not 
necessary to call him Mr. Teal) thanked Woodrow Wilson for 
the compliment of a cabinet offer. Yet later he took what many 
Would consider the lesser position of Shipping Board commis- 
stoner, a place he held until he could not think of longer wasting 
his time in a body so unable to function usefully as it was at 
one time. Teal was, as no one could discover from anything 
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he said, a rich man, not under the necessity of wondering where 
the next fee was coming from. 





Subiaco Signs Going Up.—The Missouri Pacific, winner in 
the Supreme Court of the United States in the so-called Subiaco 
short-hauling case, is at least one railroad that is seeing to it 
that all the possible benefits accruing from that decision are 
gathered in for itself. It is putting up signs all over the country 
to say that routes that short-haul it are not open. It is going 
to the trouble of saying that rates will not apply over such 
and such routes, and saying so in the tariffs. The Commission, 
in the Virginian westbound coal case, made the point that it 
was not establishing or opening a new route to the west, but 
merely saying that it found the combination of local rates 
unreasonable. It said there was an open route to the west, but 
that the rates were too high. In other words, it found there 
was a route with rates applicable over it—combinations or lo 
cals higher than a scared cat’s back. The Supreme Court sup- 
ported that reasoning and allowed the Commission’s decision 
to stand. That decision was made before the Subiaco decision. 
The signs that are being put up, in the form of tariff provisions, 
seem designed to make provision against a decision such as 
was made in the Virginian case. In the eastern part of the 
country the railroads permit a good deal of short-hauling of 
each other on the theory that such things will equalize, but, 
so far as the Missouri Pacific is concerned, the thought seems 
to be that it is the duty of a carrier to prevent short-hauling 
of itself. A thought among a good many traffic men is that 
long routes have been left often, in times past, on account of 
pressure from big shippers as well as on account of sloppiness 
of tariff-makers. The Subiaco decision, seemingly, will cause 
closer attention to routing, a thing long desired by traffic men 
of the Commission. 





Super-government for Conservation’s Sake.—A conference 
will be held at Colorado Springs June 10 under the chairman- 
ship of Secretary Wilbur, of the Department of the Interior, 
acting in his capacity as chairman of the federal government’s 
oil conservation board, with a view to erecting an imperium in 
imperio. The proposition is that the oil producing states shall 
make a compact with each other, approved by Congress, to 
regulate the production and refinement of petroleum, on the 
theory that production and refinement constitute a thing af- 
ected with a public interest, such as a railroad or other public 
utility. The control and regulation it is proposed to put into 
the hands of an interstate oil commission, empowered to make 
regulations having the effect of law, to supersede the statutes 
enacted by state legislatures. The federal government has no 
power of oil regulation that any lawyer has been able to find. 
The states have statutes to prevent waste of oil and gas but 
all those statutes, under the plan proposed for discussion at 
Colorado Springs, are to be considered as repealed. It is pro- 
posed to give the interstate board the power to prescribe what- 
ever of such repealed statutes as it thinks are good, as regu- 
lations having the effect of law within the territories of the 
states subscribing to the compact it is proposed shall be 
adopted. Of course, it is not set forth in the plan that states 
that are consumers of oil are to pay whatever increases may 
be necessary on account of the cutting down in production the 
proposed board shall deem necessary for the good of future 
generations. Nobody seems to have thought that, perhaps, the 
courts may say, in the event the compact is made, that state 
legislatures have not the power to delegate the legislative 
power the people of such states have conferred on them. Some 
have pointed out that several state legislatures have under- 
taken, unsuccessfully, to say that things they desired to regu- 
late were affected with a public interest simply because they 
have said so. But the conservationists think highly of the 
plan to have a body, superior in legislative authority to Con- 
gress or any one of the state legislatures, Congress having 
power only over commerce among the states, not within the 
states, and a legislature having no power outsMe of its own 
state. 





Reed Smoot, Victor.—Sometime, within a year, unless 
President Hoover’s plans wholly fail, there will be a new tariff 
law. In accordance with custom it will be known as the Haw- 
ley-Smoot or Smoot-Hawley tariff. It will displace the Fordney- 
McCumber tariff, which, in turn, displaced the Underwood 
tariff, the successor of the Payne-Aldrich tariff. The last men- 
tioned is one of the things that is supposed to have wrecked 
William H. Taft’s administration. But when the Smoot tariff 
is on the books, then will the cup of Reed Smoot’s joy be full 
and running over. In twenty-six years he will have risen from 
the subcellar of popular suspicion and dislike to the height of 
having made a tariff bill, the ambition of many a chairman of 
the finance committee of the Senate, the position Smoot holds. 
When Smoot arrived in Washington he was accused of having 
more than one wife. He was one of the quorum of twelve 
apostles of the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter Day Saints, 
commonly called Mormons, on account of the Book of Mormon, 
one of their sacred writings. Smoot was and is a wise man, 
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Instead of rushing forward with his certificate of election by 
the legislature of Utah and demanding to be sworn, he did no 
more than enter the Senate chamber once in a while, waiting 
patiently for the committee considering his case to make its 
report. The committee could find no evidence that Smoot was 
a practitioner of polygamy. All those who know him well 
know that he deplores the fact that many of his co-religionists 
had more than one wife. He is a monogamist in belief and 
practice. But, from the minute Smoot was invited to take the 
oath as senator, he has been growing in the respect and 
esteem of the public. Utah has kept him in the Senate for 
twenty-six years, though at times he has come near to losing 
his political scalp. All that is now charged against him is that 
he is a stand-patter and reactionary—-a charge not as potent 
now as it once was. Through seniority he has come to the 
high place in the Senate. He is one of the most prodigious 
workers public life has ever known. Being a busy man, he 
always has time to help those who have even a remote claim 
on him. Figures, figures, and more figures are the breath of 
life to him. When the tariff schedules are whipped into shape, 
he will be able to tell, down to the last significant figure to the 
right of the decimal point, what is will do for the country. 
Not for a minute would he admit that a tariff framed by pro- 
tectionists such as he would do anything “to” the country.- 

A. E. H. 





AIR MAIL AND SUBSIDY 
The Trafic World Washington Bureau 


The cost to the government represented by payments to 
contractors for the transportation of air mail must be reduced 
and carrying rates readjusted to a sound basis, Postmaster Gen- 
eral Walter F. Brown declared at a conference of air mail con- 
tractors from all parts of the country this week. 


Mr. Brown said there was no disposition on the part of the 
government to drive a hard bargain, but that the disparity be- 
tween the amount earned and expended by the government for 
air mail and also the wide difference in pay to different con- 
tractors called for a readjustment. 

It was decided at the meeting that the Post Office Depart- 
ment should prepare a questionnaire for submission to the con- 
tractors with a view to obtaining information on operating costs 
and other factors entering into the business on which to base 
a revision of pay rates to the operator. 

The questionnaires will be submitted not only to those con- 
tractors who come within the terms of the so-called Kelly amend- 
ment—that is, those who have been operating air mail lines for 
two years or more—but also to the newer contractors, in order 
to obtain all possible information as a basis for negotiations. 

Mr. Brown asserted it was obvious that the pioneering in 
the air mail was nearly over so far as experimentation was 
concerned. 

“Many contractors are now making money in their transac- 
tions with the government,” he said, “and I am glad they are, 
because a bankrupt is a poor person to do business with. Some 
negotiations, however, must be made in the near future looking 
to a readjustment in the pay rate. The government is spending 
a very large sum for air mail in excess of its returns. 

“There is not, in air mail, the fundamental reason for sub- 
sidy that exists in shipping where foreign competition in ship 
construction and cost of operation are essential factors. The air 
mail lines under consideration are wholly within the United 
States and are without foreign competition. 


“However, I am not disposed to drive a hard bargain with 
you men who have put your money and skill into the flying 
game. We want you to prosper and the service to grow. I want 
to give the air mail every encouragement consistent with sound 
business.” 

Mr. Brown suggested that the readjustment should be made 
so that the operators would be paid on a mileage or distance 
basis, with a weight limitation rather than the present pound- 
age basis. Z 

Randolph W. Childs, representing the Pitcairn Company, 
operators of the New York-Atlanta route, expressed alarm at the 
present speculation in aviation stock. He declared it would 
injure rather than aid air mail contractors because it gave a 
distorted value to the air mail business. A reaction was bound 
to set in, he said. 

L. D. Seymour, of the National Air Transport, warned 
against overestimating the distance gone in pioneering. There 
was a need for faster airplanes, he said, but no one had an idea 
of what it would cost to develop the necessary speed increase 
of 50 per cent. Neither did the air companies know what it 
would cost to develop a satisfactory radio, nor to guard against 
the formation of ice on wings. Another problem that must be 
solved was that of landing on fog-covered fields. He urged that 
a necessary margin or leeway be given the operators in rate 
adjustments to permit them to pioneer in these fields. 

Col. L. H. Britten, of the Northwest Airways, Chicago to 
St. Paul, expressed little hope of making passenger service self- 
supporting in less than five years. All companies, he said, were 
losing money on passenger service. He said he felt there were 
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possibilities in the future and that his company was tak 
loss on passenger travel now and building for the future, 

Col. Paul Henderson, of the National Air Transport Ine 
declared his belief that the future of passenger travel by air lay 
wholly in the question of volume. Planes carrying 20, 30 4 
even 40 passengers must be provided, and the passenger trafic 
obtained, before air companies could hope to realize a profit 
said he. ; 


ing a 


MAIL PAY APPROPRIATION 

Representative Wood, of Indiana, has introduced a joint 
resolution (82) providing for the making of appropriations to 
enable the Postmaster-General to pay the railroads for retro- 
active mail pay awards. It is proposed to appropriate $39. 
000,000 for the fiscal years 1924 to 1929, inclusive, and, in addi. 
tion, make available unexpended balances of appropriations 
heretofore made, and $3,997,089.50 to pay judgments obtaineg 
by carriers in the Court of Claims. 

The resolution provides that any sums paid to a railroad 
company from the amounts made available by the resolution 
shall be considered for income tax purposes as income for 
the taxable year in which such payment is actually receiveg 
by such company and that no part of the appropriations shall 
be paid to any such company “which does not waive all interest 
and claims for interest upon the principal amounts found to 
be due such company.” 


EX-RIVER COAL GASE 


The Trafic World Washington Bureay 


Unusual interest was shown at the hearing in I. and S. No, 
3282, ex-river coal from Conway and Colona, Pa., to Youngs- 
town, O., May 28 and the following day, in which Youngstown 
and other communities in northeastern Ohio protested against 
the tariffs of the Pennsylvania and the Pittsburgh & Lake Erie 
naming a rate of $1.02 from Conway and Colona to Youngstown, 
for application on ex-river coal. Almost as many attorneys and 
traffic men as attended the lake cargo coal proceedings were 
present at the hearing by Attorney-Examiner Curtis and Exam. 
iner Berry. 

The rate was proposed by the carriers at the time they pre 
sented their testimony, in connection with the application of the 
Pittsburgh, Lisbon & Western to extend its line to Smith’ 
Ferry, O., so that it might bring coal from the Ohio River to 
Youngstown. As to that application the Commission said that 
public convenience and necessity did not require that road to 
extend its line because the ‘existing trunk lines had facilities 
for handling any coal that might be brought into the Ohio for 
transshipment to Youngstown. The parts of the record in the 
Lisbon application case pertaining to rates and engineering 
facts were stipulated into the suspension hearing. 

Testimony as to rates was offered in behalf of the carriers 
by James T. Carbine for the Pennsylvania and T. R. Fitzpatrick 
for the Pittsburgh & Lake Erie. They submitted rate compari- 
sons to show that the $1.02 rate would be reasonable for use in 
the territory in question. They took it from the Holmes & 
Hallowell scale prescribed by the Commission for use on coal 
from the upper lake docks into the near northwest. 


A. B. McElvany, secretary of the Western Pennsylvania 
Coal Traffic Bureau, and R. A. Eldridge, traffic manager for the 
Youngstown Chamber of Commerce, protested that the Holmes 
& Hallowell scale was too high for use in this territory, the 
former suggesting that if the Commission permitted the $1.02 
rate to become effective it might be used as a lever to raise coal 
rates generally in this territory of much higher traffic density. 
Mr. Eldredge’s testimony was such that it could be taken as 
supporting a rate somewhere between 50 and 75 cents per tou, 
preferably the lower, on account of the difficulties Youngstown 
steel makers had to overcome since the change from beehive 
to by-product coke. 

Andrew H. Brown, for the Cleveland Chamber of Commerce, 
said that the proposed rate would break long established rela- 
tionships in northeastern Ohio’s steel industry. He said he 
agreed with Mr. Carbine’s testimony about the grouping of coal 
rates at both origin and destination. He said that relationships 
should be preserved. As to the level of the rate he said he had 
nothing to say. 

R. B. Robinson, Canton, O., for the Central Alloy Steel Cor 
poration, and W. M. Lorenz, Cleveland, for the Otis Steel Co. 
also testified about the relationship questions bound up in the 
case, 

Herbert Koeppe, traffic representative of the Cleveland 
Cliffs Iron Co., and its subsidiary and related corporations, advo 
cated the retention of the Youngstown group in the making of 
ex-river coal rates on account of a plant at Warren, O. As 0 
the measure of the rate he submitted many exhibits showiné 
lower rates for comparable services and described the situation 
generally in respect of blast furnace operations in which the 
raw material assembly costs, he said, had to be carefully coh 
sidered. Such careful consideration, he said, was a necessity 
growing out of the intense competition in the iron and steel 
business. 
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COTTON FACTORY PRODUCTS 


Amendment of the southern class rate adjustment in so far 
as it applies on cotton factory products between points in south- 
em and central territories as proposed in I. and S. No. 3190, 
restriction of class rates on cotton factory products from 
southern to C. F. A. territory, with conditions, has been per- 
mitted in a report of the Commission in that proceedings made 
by division 3. The suspended schedules provide for the non- 
application of the joint class rates from and to points from and 
to which specific commodity rates or a basis for commodity 
rates are published in Glenn’s western cotton goods tariff No. 6, 
LC. C. No. A-463, supplements thereto or reissues thereof. The 
effect of the schedules, the report said, would be to cancel the 
application of the joint class rates over routes via the Virginia 
Cities and Potomac gateways. The joint class rates apply over 
routes via the Virginia Cities and the Potomac gateways except 
over the Virginia, Norfolk & Western and the Chesapeake & 
Ohio via Alta Vista, Roanoke and Lynchburg, Va., respectively, 
through the Ohio River crossings. They also apply over all 
routes via Cincinnati, Ohio, and Louisville, Ky., and electric 
railways beyond. 

Electric railways beyond the Ohio crossings joined with 
cotton factories in protests which caused the suspension of the 
tariffs. They asked for rates over their lines on a parity with 
those applying over the steam roads in central territory. 


Specific joint commodity rates, on a group basis, the report 
said, had been in effect for many years. They were established, 
it said, to enable southern mills to compete in central territory 
with New England mills and to develop cotton spinning in the 
southern territory. The traffic, the report said, had grown so 
that from Georgia and the Carolinas to points in central terri- 
tory other than Chicago, the annual movement was now in 
excess of 50,000,000 pounds, the rate from Atlanta, Ga., to Chi- 
cago being the key rate. 


The Southern Railway system lines, the report said, were 
the only carriers at the hearing. It therefore called them the 
respondent, saying that 75 per cent of the cotton factory products 
of the south were accessible to its lines. Originally it said the 
joint commodity rates were applicable over the routes of all 
the carriers parties to the tariff but that in August, 1927, they 
were restricted so as not to apply via Virginia Cities and the 
Potomac gateways. In January, 1928, in accordance with the 
decision in the southern class rate investigation joint class rates 
were published between the teritories involved, subject to 
southern classification and non-application in instances where 
the specific commodity rates applied. The class rates, the report 
said, were so published that, in many instances, the joint com- 
modity rates could be defeated by shippers routing their cotton 
factory products over lines on which the joint commodity rates 
did not apply. 

The commodity rates are any-quantity rates in the south, 
the different shipments being consolidated at specified points 
and sent north in carloads, the result being that in some in- 
stances the commodity rates are higher than the joint class rates 
on the lower rated articles in the list. 

The Southern claimed that the routes through the Virginia 
Cities and Potomac gateways short-hauled it in comparison with 
the longer hauls through the Ohio crossings. The Commision 
found that the routes through John Sevier Transfer, near 
Knoxville, Tenn., one of the points where the any quantity ship- 
ments were consolidated, via the Ohio crossings to typical points 
in central territory, were not unduly circuitious. Therefore, it 
said that under the rule laid down in United States vs. Missouri 
Pacific, the so-called Subiaco case, it might not prevent restric- 
tion of the joint class rates over those routes so far as the 
Southern system lines were concerned. 

The restriction, as proposed, would result in higher combi- 
nations via the objecting electric lines. The Commission said 
that the facts brought out by the respondent justified a finding 
that the joint commodity rates were not unreasonable but that 
they did not justify the higher combinations which would 
apply on those articles in the cotton factory products list where 
the electric lines participated in the movement. It said that 
the record did not justify rates in excess of the present joint 
commodity rates from and to the points where the joint class 
rates were now lower than the joint commodity rates. 

Therefore, the Commission made the finding of non-justifica- 
tion without prejudice to the filing of schedules conforming with 
the view expressed in the following: 


To permit the suspended schedules to become effective would 
create undue prejudice against the electric railways as defined in sec- 
tion 3 (3) of the act which prohibits discrimination between connect- 
fats carriers. On the other hand the present situation presents a two- 
fold violation of this provision of the act. Shipments of cotton warp 


and yarn and cotton piece goods from certain points in southern 
territory when delivered to the electric railways at Cincinnati and 
Louisville by the southern carriers for delivery to destinations in 
central territory take lower rates than apply between the same 
points of origin and destination when the steam roads operating in 
central territory receive the shipments at the same points for 
delivery to the same destinations. The electric railways are thus 
unduly preferred and the steam roads unduly prejudiced. The re- 
verse is true where the joint commodity rates are lower than the 
joint class rates, the steam roads having the advantage. If rates not 
in excess of the present joint commodity rates on all articles in the 
cotton factory products’ list here, considered are established between 
all points in southern and central territories to apply over routes in 
pee a i with the electric railways, this violation of the act will be 
removed, 


SUBIACO RULE IN GRAIN TRANSIT 


Applying the rule laid down by the Supreme Court in the 
Subiaco case, 278 U. S. 269, the Commission, on further hearing 
in No. 18598, D. A. Stickell & Sons, Inc., vs. Western Maryland 
et al., opinion No. 14582, 153 I. C. C. 759-65, written by Com- 
missioner Eastman, has reversed its former finding in 146 I. 
C. C. 609. On this further hearing the Commission finds that 
it is without power to require the establishment of additional 
through routes for the transportation of grain and grain prod- 
ucts, via Hagerstown, Md., as prayed in the complaint, which 
would short-haul the delivering carriers such as the Pennsyl- 
vania, Baltimore & Ohio, Lackawanna, Lehigh Valley and the 
Erie. 

Eight routes were sought. In each instance the New York 
Central would be the originating carrier bringing grain and 
grain products from the south and west. In five instances the 
Commission granted the prayer, resulting in the short-hauling 
of the carriers at the delivering points because, as between the 
termini, not the whole line of the delivering carrier had been 
used, although neither of the delivering lines had had posses- 
sion of the tonnage after it left the rails of the New York Cen- 
tral system. 

As to each of the five routes ordered in the original report 
the Commission reversed itself because of the rule laid down 
in the Subiaco case. In his report Mr. Eastman says it is 
probable that on account of the Subiaco rule it will be impos- 
sible for the Commission to apply section 15(3) in many in- 
stances. That part of section 15 is the one which authorizes 
the Commission, when it finds that the public interest war- 
rants, to establish new through routes and rates. The language 
of this report strongly suggests the thought that the Subiaco 
decision overturns the decision of the Commission in Waverly 
Oil Works Company vs. P. R. R., 28 I. C. C. 621, the foundation 
case for a long line of decisions on the question of through 
routes and rates. On that point the decision in part said: 


Complainant’s thought is that the instant case resembles the 
Waverly case more nearly than it does the Subiaco case. It is doubt- 
ful whether this is so, but it is unnecessary to pass upon that point. 

Our conclusion which the Supreme Court condemned was, as 
stated by the court, that paragraph (4) of section 15 “should not 
be construed to cover all routes which short haul the carrier, but 
only those which deprive the carrier of its long haul after it has 
obtained possession of the traffic.’”’ This is precisely the construc- 
tion which was placed upon that paragraph in the Waverly case. 
It is arguable from the court’s statement, above quoted, with refer- 
ence to the Waverly case that it did not intend to include in its con- 
demnation of this doctrine situations, such as were presented in that 
case, where through routes can not, as a practical matter, be estab- 
lished without short hauling some carrier. This interpretation of 
the reference to the Waverly case finds some support in the earlier 
statement of the court that adherence to the terms of paragraph (4) 
“leads to nothing impossible or plainly unreasonable.”” However, 
such an interpretation is quite inconsistent with the general tenor 
of the decision, to the effect that the language of the paragraph is 
“so clear and its meaning so plain that no dicffiulty attends its con- 
struction,” that ‘‘where no ambiguity exists there is no room for 
construction,’’ and that “inconveniences or hardships, if any, that 
result from following the statute as written must be relieved by 
legislation.” Plainly, we think, the opinion of the court furnishes 
no basis for adopting, in situations such as were presented in the 
Waverly case, a construction of the statute which limits its literal 
meaning, and at the same time ‘following the statute as written” 
in situations such as were presented in the Subiaco case. 


BARGE LINE DIVISIONS 


In a report written by Commissioner Eastman on reconsid- 
eration, in No. 11893, United States War Department, Inland 
Waterways, Mississippi-Warrior Service vs. Abilene & Southern 
et al., the Commission has modified its prior report, 151 I. C. C. 
91, so as to prescribe modified bases for just, reasonable and 
equitable divisions of joint rail-barge and rail-barge-rail class 
and commodity rates between points in the Baltimore & Ohio 
in central territory and lower Mississippi River ports, Mobile, 
Ala., and interior points in Arkansas, Louisiana and Texas. 
The new bases have been ordered to be made effective not later 
than July 1. 

No order was issued in connection with the prior report. 
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The parties were given 90 days in which to reach an agreement. 
Both parties to the case, this report said, were dissatisfied with 
the findings in the prior report. The railroad company asked 
for reconsiderataion, rehearing and oral argument. The gov- 
ernment barge line asked for a modification of the findings and 
the entry of an order. In disposing of the matter the Com- 


mission said: 


Upon the present record, therefore, we find that just, reasonable, 
and equitable divisions for the Baltimore & Ohio, and for the Balti- 
more & Ohio together with the Illinois Central where that defendant 
participates as an intermediate carrier in the haul within central 
territory, out of the joint rail-barge rates between lower Mississippi 
River ports and Mobile, Ala., on the one hand, and stations on the 
Baltimore & Ohio in central territory in so far as they are involved 
in this proceeding, on the other hand, via St. Louis, Mo., and Cairo, 
lll., and out of the joint rail-barge- rail rates between interior points 
in Arkansas, Louisiana, and Texas, on the one hand, and said stations 
on the Baltimore & Ohio, on the other hand, via St. Louis or Cairo 
and lower Mississippi River ports, will be divisions which are equal 
to the lowest corresponding division of corresponding all-rail joint 
rates received by any central territory defendant or defendants minus 
5 per cent; and that where the Illinois Central participates with the 
Baltimore & Ohio as an intermediate carrier in the haul within cen- 
tral territory the division so arrived at shall be divided between the 
Baltimore & Ohio and the Illinois Central in the same proportions 
as they divide their joint rates between Cairo and points on the 
Baltimore & Ohio, on local traffic to and from Cairo. The findings 
in our prior report are modified to this extent and an appropriate 
order will be entered. 

At any time upon request of either complainant or defendant, 
or both, this proceeding will be reopened for hearing in order that 
further evidence may be presented, and it is to be understood that 
the above finding is without prejudice to any conclusions that may 
be reached after the consideration of such evidence. It is also to be 
understood that the above finding is without prejudice to any con- 
clusions that may be reached if at some subsequent time it becomes 
necessary for us to pass upon the divisions of the all-rail rates. 


Commenting on the Commission’s decision in respect of the 
division of rail-barge and rail-barge-rail joint rates, the War 
Department said, in part: 


The Interstate Commerce Commission, in a decision made public 
May 28, 1929, definitely determined that where traffic moves jointly 
by rail-barge, or rail-barge-rail routes, covering the central freight 
territory, that the rail lines are not entitled to all rail revenue, but to 
only 95 per cent of the lowest all-rail divisions existent between rail 
lines serving the same points. .. . 

This decision also settles a disputed point between the Inland 
Waterways Corporation and the railroads with reference to which 
should absorb, out of its revenues, the payment for the services of an 
intermediate carrier at Cairo, Ill., St. Louis, and East St. Louis, 
either by switching or dray, by the very just decision that “the 
switching or drayage charge shall be paid out of complainant’s (In- 
land Waterways Corporation) division when the freight is delivered to 
either of the rail lines named (B. & O. and I. C.), and shall be paid 


out of the rail lines divisions when the freight is delivered to com- 
plainant.’ 


LAUNDRY TUB CLASS RATES, ETC. 


The Commission, in No. 18000, H. Barschi & Son et al. vs. 
Baltimore & Ohio et al., and No. 18311, E. C. Klipstein & Sons 
Co. vs. Central Railroad of New Jersey et al., on reconsidera- 
tion, has reversed its former findings, 139 I. C. C. 715, and 136 


I. C. C. 485, respectively. Both cases originally were dismissed 
on the ground that evidence that the commodities involved, 
enameled iron laundry tub covers and enameled iron table tops 
in the Barschi case and dinitrochlorbenzol in the Klipstein case, 
were unreasonably classified, was not relevant to the issue 
raised by the pleadings as to the reasonableness of the rates. 

Reversal means that the Commission is unwilling to stand on 
the technicality raised in respect of the pleadings stated in the 
ground for dismissal. In the report, on reconsideration, the fact 
is pointed out that the first section of the interstate commerce 
act, paragraph 4, makes it the duty of carriers to maintain 
reasonable rates. Paragraph 6, of the same section, this report 
Says, makes it the duty of the carriers to establish and observe 
“just and reasonable classifications of property for transporta- 
tion.” Section 15, it is further observed by the report, author- 
izes the Commission to prescribe changes in rates or classifica- 
tions upon proof of unreasonableness of either. 


_ “Having regard for the several related provisions of the act 
which bear on the matter,” says the report, “we are of opinion 
that it does not require one who is subjected to an unreasonable 
rate by virtue of an improper classification to plead unreason- 
ableness in the classification rather than in the rate itself.” 


The report also pointed out that the rules of practice do 
not prescribe that in cases where a complainant seeks to have 
condemned an unreasonable rate which results from an unre- 
asonable classification, he must allege that the classification 
rather than the resulting rate is unreasonable. Every complaint 
against a classification, the report continues, in essence, is a 
complaint against rates, for, “self-evidently no one would be 
prompted to complain of a classification except as and to the 
extent that it determined his rates.” 

The Commission said that it did not here decide that the 
complaints would not have been subject to a motion by the de- 
fendants to make them more specific had such motions been 
made. It said that it only decided that where complaint was 
made that the rate on a given commodity was unreasonable, the 
rate being a class rate, and evidence was offered that the com- 
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modity was unreasonably classified, there was no Variance be. 
tween pleading and proof. Continuing it said: 


It is perhaps unnecessary to add that we can not in 
directly require the classification rating to be reduced. 
changes in the classification proper will lie only where the 
tion is formally placed in issue and all carriers parties thereto 
joined as defendants. But we entertain no doubt of our authori 
to order reductions in the rates, between the points and over ~ 
routes specified in the complaint, to the class rate which would e 
applicable were the commodity properly classified, at least in th 
absence of proof that that class rate is depressed. e 


Such ¢a 
Orders for 
Classifica. 


As to the rates themselves, the Commission found that the 
rate on the enameled ware mentioned was, is and would 
unreasonable to the extent it exceeded, exceeds or might exces 
fifth class, in straight or mixed carloads, from Cleveland, 0, to 
New York, N. Y., and points adjacent thereto, since March | 
1928. Reparation was awarded and the new rate ordered to be 
made effective not later than August 2. 

In the Klipstein case the Commission made a similar finding 
as to the rate on dinotrochlorbenzol, in tank cars from Gras. 
selli, N. J., to South Charleston, W. Va. The new fifth clags 
rate is to be made effective August 2. Reparation was awarded 
back to May 1, 1928. 

Both commodities, the Commission said, had been rateq 
fourth class for a long time. The original decisions, now re. 
versed, were made in December, 1927, and February, 1928. New 
rates could have been ordered into effect March 1 and May ], 
1928, hence the awards extending back only to the days when 
the lower rates might have been made effective. 

Chairman Lewis and Commissioner Brainerd noted dissents 
and the statement was made that Commissioner Taylor did not 
participate in the disposition of this case. 


— 


N. W. POTATOES TO THES. W.  * 


Bases for the construction of rates on potatoes from points 
in the Red River valley district in western Minnesota and 
eastern Not'th Dakota, and in northwestern North Dakota, to 
destinations in Arkansas, Oklahoma, Texas and Louisiana west 
of the Mississippi River have been prescribed, effective not 
later than August 8, in No. 20337, Leonard, Crosset & Riley, 
Inc., et al. vs. Aransas Harbor Terminal et al., opitiion No. 
14605, 155 I. C. C. 89-105, and cases joined with it. The order 
for the future is based upon a finding of unreasonableness for 
the future but not in the past. The minimum is to be that 
carried in the current western classification, supplements 
thereof and reissues thereof. Rates from the same points and 
from points in South Dakota and Wisconsin to destinations in 
Kansas were found not unreasonable or otherwise unlawful. 

“Our findings in the instant cases,’ said Commissioner 
Woodlock, author of the report, “are made with relation to 
rates prescribed in those cases and with due consideration of 
the Hoch-Smith resolution.” 

The cases referred to in the quotation are No. 19285, Salina 
Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. Santa Fe et al., and the 
Southwestern Revision. This decision supplements those made 
in the excepted cases. The rates prescribed are to be used 
for the hauls to the Twin Cities and to Sioux City, Ia., the 
gateways through which the traffic principally moves. Rates 
from the gateways, according to Commissioner Woodlock, in 
consonance with the Southwestern Revision are in effect. 
Hence there was necessity only for rates to them to be added 
to the revised rates to the southwest. Inasmuch as the finding 
was only for the future, reparation was denied. An outstand: 
ing order in No. 16613, sub-No. 1, Grand Forks Commercial 
Club vs. Ahnapee & Western et al., which case was reopened 
and further argued in this case, was set aside, in so far as it 
covered rates to Kansas, Oklahoma, Arkansas and Louisiana 
west of the Mississippi. 

The report also embraces No. 20853, Northwestern Potato 
Exchange, Inc., vs. Same; No. 19285, Salina Chamber of Com- 
merce et al. vs. Santa Fe et al.: No. 19778, Wichita Chamber 
of Commerce et al. vs. Santa Fe et al.; No. 20728, Northwestern 
Potato Exchange, Inc., et al. vs. A. & S. et al., and No. 16613, 
Sub.No. 1, Grand Forks Commercial Club vs. A. & W. et al 

In connection with modification of the findings in No. 166l', 
Sub.-No. 1, the Commission said carriers would be expected to 
file sixth-section applications for authority to withdraw tariffs 
publishing rates to the southwest now under suspension in 
I. and S. No. 3260, which were filed originally in purported 
compliance with the decision in No. 16613, Sub.-No. 1. The 
findings of the Commission follow: 


We find that the assailed rates from the Red River Valley points 
to destinations in Kansas, Oklahoma, Texas, Louisiana west 0 in 
Mississippi River, and Arkansas are, and for the future will bee 
so far as they apply via Sioux City or the Twin Cities, unreasonar 
to the extent that they exceed or may exceed the applicable rates od 
potatoes, in carloads, from Sioux City to the same destinations 4 
more than 15 cents per 100 pounds from points in Clay and - 
counties, Minn., and Cass and Richland counties, N. D., OO Moor 
south of the line of the Northern Pacific Railway through i 
head, Minn., or by more than 18 cents per 100 pounds from points 
Polk, Norman, and Clay counties, Minn., and Grand Forks, : 
and Cass counties, N. D., north of the above line of the seific 
ern Pacific, and on and south of the line of the Northern Pa 


between Dorothy, Minn., and Grand Forks, N. D., inclusive, and om 
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4 south of the line of the Great Northern Railway between Grand 
Forks and Niagara, N. D., inclusive, or by more than 21 cents _ 
9) pounds from points in Kittson, Marshall, and Polk counties, 
inn and Pembina, Walsh and Grand Forks counties, N. D., north 
of the lines of the Northenr Pacific and Great Northern last above 


d. 

seer per orther find that the assailed rates from Minot, N. D., via 
Sioux City to Durant, Okla., and San Antonio, Mexia, Corsicana, 
DPonie, Hillsboro, Teague, Dallas, Waco, Clarksville, Sulphur Springs, 
Omaha, Houston, Fort Worth, Wichita Falls, Lubbock, San Benito, 
avery, Cleburne, Pittsburg and McKinney, Tex., are and for the 
future Will be, unreasonable to the extent that they exceed or may 
exceed the applicable rates on potatoes, in carloads, from Sioux 
City to the same destinations by more than 26 cents per 100 pounds. 

We further find that the assailed rates from Berthold, N. D., 
yia Sioux City, to the destinations named in the next preceding 
paragraph are, and for the future will be, unreasonable to the extent 
that they exceed or may exceed the applicable rates on potatoes, in 
carloads, — — City to the same destinations by more than 28 

s per pounds. 
a4 further find that the assailed rates from Williston, Alexander, 
Arnegard and Watford City, N. D., via Sioux City, to the destina- 
tions designated in the next preceding paragraph hereof are, and 
for the future will be, unreasonable to the extent that they exceed 
or may exceed the applicable rates on potatoes, in carloads, from 
Sioux City to the same destinations by more than 33 cents per 100 


unds. 

ad We further find that the assailed rates from points in Divide, 
Williams and McKenzie counties, N. D., via Sioux City, to destina- 
tions in Kansas, Oklahoma, Texas, Louisiana west of the Mississippi 
River, and Arkansas, are, and for the future will be, unreasonable to 
the extent that they exceed or may exceed the applicable rates on 
potatoes, in carloads, from Sioux City to the same destinations by 
more than 33 cents per 100 pounds, 

And we further find that maximum reasonable carload minimum 
weights for application in connection with the rates above found 
to be reasonable will not exceed those provided in the current western 
classification, supplements thereto or reissues thereof. 


COMMISSION REPORTS 


Inedible Animal Tallow 


No. 21246, Western Purchasing Co. vs. Santa Fe et al. By 
division 5. Rate on inedible animal tallow, in tank cars, Den- 
ver, Colo., to El Paso, Tex., for export, unreasonable to the ex- 
tent it exceeded, exceeds or may exceed 45 cents. New rate 
to be established not later than August 2. Finding is without 
prejudice to findings that may be made in No. 17000, part 8. 
Reparation denied because complainant, in paying the freight, 
was merely the agent of the order notify party. 

Canned Evaporated Milk 

In No. 20816, Pet Milk Co. vs. Pennsylvania et al. By divi- 
sion 3. Rates on canned evaporated milk, carloads, Greensboro, 
Md, to points in New Jersey, Maryland and Virginia unreason- 
able to the extent they exceeded, exceed or may exceed the 
contemporaneous rates on canned goods from Greensboro to the 
same destinations. Rates on that basis to be established not 
later than August 2. Reparation amounting to $103.15, with 
interest, awarded. 





Bituminous Rock 

No. 19589, A. Keathly vs. L. & N. et al. By the Commission, 
on reconsideration. Rates on bituminous rock, Bowling Green, 
Ky., to London and Cannelton, W. Va., inapplicable prior to 
September 1, 1924, but applicable thereafter. Applicable rate 
of $4.53 per net ton to London on shipments that moved in 
1925 unreasonable to the extent it exceeded $3.85. Applicable 
rate to Cannelton, $4.63. Reparation awarded. Commissioner 
Aitchison noted a dissent. Commissioner Taylor did not par- 
ticipate. Findings in original report, 148 I. C. C. 119, affirmed 
in part and reversed in part. 


Fuel Oil 

No. 18171, Old Dominion Glass Corporation vs. Pennsyl- 
vania et al. By the Commission on reconsideration. Finding 
in former report, 139 I. C. C. 204, that the rate charged on 
fuel oil, Baltimore (Canton), Md., to Alexandria, Va., over the 
Pennsylvania and connections was inapplicable and that the 
applicable rate was unreasonable modified. New finding is that 
the rate charged over the Pennsylvania to Potomac Yard and 
the Southern beyond was inapplicable; that the applicable rate 
was 15.5 cents, plus 63 cents per net ton; and that the ap- 
plicable rate was, is and will be unreasonable to the etxent it 
exceeded, exceeds or may exceed 14.5 cents. Outstanding un- 
dercharges, the report said, might be waived. Pennsylvania 
advised the Commission that the rate of 14.5 cents was estab- 
lished prior to the issuance of the order requiring its publica- 
tion. Commission said the tariffs indicated that the order had 
not been complied with. Carriers were advised that they were 
expected to comply with the order immediately. 


Imported Citrus Fruit 

No. 21142, Jackson (Miss.) Traffic Bureau vs. A. C. L. et al. 
By division 3. Rail-and-water rates on imported citrus fruit, 
carloads and less than carloads, New York, N. Y., to Jackson, 
Miss., not unduly prejudicial but are and for future will be 
unreasonable to extent they exceed or may exceed $1.08 in 
carloads and $1.85 in less than carloads. Order for future 
effective August 8. 

Oil Well Supplies 


No. 21621, Mid West Refining Co. vs. Santa Fe et al. By 
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division 5. Reparation of $267.26, with interest, awarded on 
finding rate on oil well supplies, Borger, Tex., to Carlsbad, 
N. M., unreasonable to extent it exceeded 83.5 cents, subject to 
the commodity description and minimum weight in effect in 
the western classification. Decision made on record and in 
light of decisions in the Southwestern revision and Prairie 
case. As question of rates for future is involved in reopened 
portions of Consolidated Southwestern Cases, no finding for 
future warranted here. 


Creosote Oil 


No. 20990, Bernuth, Lembcke Co., Inc., vs. C. B. & Q. et al. 
By division 5. Complaint dismissed on finding not unreasonable 
or otherwise unlawful rates on creosote oil, tank-car loads, 
Seattle, Wash., and St. Helens, Ore., over interstate routes to 
Spokane, Newport and Hillyard, Wash., and Sand Point, Athol, 
Bovill, Priest River and St. Maries, Ida. Commissioner Porter 
concurred. 

Hogs 

No. 16542, California Dressed Beef Co. et al. vs. Santa Fe 
et al., embracing also Sub. No. 1, Associated Meat Co. et al. 
vs. Same; Sub. No. 2, G. W. Brumley et al. vs. Same; Sub. 
Nos. 3, 4 and 6, Hauser Packing Co. et al. vs. Same; Sub. No. 
5, Campbell & Coyte et al. vs. Colorado & Southern et al., and 
Sub. No. 7, Cudahy Packing Co. vs. Santa Fe et al. Report of 
Commission on further hearing. By division 4. Basis determined 
for computing reparation under rates on hogs, points in New 
Mexico, Texas, Kansas and Oklahoma to Los Angeles, Calif., 
found reasonable herein and in original report, 128 I. C. C. 
607. Reparation awarded. Informal complaints found to have 
raised issue of reasonableness of rates assailed. Original re- 
port modified. 

Common Brick, Etc. 

No. 16282, McEwing & Thomas Clay Products Co. et al. vs. 
C. & E. I. et al., embracing also a sub number, McEwing & 
Thomas Clay Products Co. vs. C. R. I. & P. et al. and No. 
18677, Illinois Supply Co. vs. Southern et al. Report of Com- 
mission on reconsideration. By Commissioner McManamy. Rates 
charged on common brick and so-called building block, shipped 
subsequent to July 1, 1923, from Albion, Ill., to St. Louis, Mo., 
and other destinations found inapplicable. Uniform brick list 
rates charged on all shipments here in question inapplicable 
and applicable rates on both the large and small articles were 
those contemporaneously in effect on common brick. Prior 
finding on that question in No. 18677 (148 I. C. C. 273) re- 
versed and those in No. 16282 and sub number (148 I. C. C. 
527), affirmed. Complainants entitled to reparation. Commis- 
sioners Aitchison and Brainerd concurred in part. Commis- 
sioner Woodlock dissented. 


Lumber 


No. 19737, McGinnis-Burdette Lumber Co. vs. A. T. & N. 
et al., embracing also a subnumber, King Lumber Co. vs. South- 
ern et al. By division 4. Shipments of yellow pine lumber, 
Bogueloosa, Ala., to Ypsilanti, Mich., and from Marion Junction, 
Ala., to West Liberty, Pa., overcharged. Reparation of $90.92, 
with interest, awarded in No. 19737, because charges collected 
exceeded those based on minimum weight of 34,000 pounds, 
and from reconsigning point plus two reconsigning charges 
exceeded those based on weight of 59,202 pounds. 


Coal 


No. 19368, A. S. Nowlin & Co. vs. N. & W. By division 4. 
Car of coal from Gary, W. Va., to Rivermont, Va., found to have 
been reconsigned twice en route. Combination of rates to 
and from reconsigning point plus two reconsiging charges 
found applicable. Applicable charges found reasonable, ex- 
cept that second reconsignment charge of $6.30 per car in 
addition to full local rates to and from Lynchburg, Va., was 
unreasonable. Outstanding undercharges found. Defendant 
authorized to waive collection of $6.30 reconsigning charge 
found unreasonable. Complaint dismissed. 


Oats 


No. 18551, Armour Grain Co. vs. C. M. & St. P. et al. By 
division 4. Demurrage charges collected for detention at Mil- 
waukee, Wis., of certain carloads of oats by the C. M. & St. P. 
found to have been in excess of those applicable; reparation 
awarded. Claim for demurrage charges and interest thereon 
due to alleged deficietnt switching service found barred by 
limitation. Demurrage charges collected by C. M. & St. P. for 
detention at Milwaukee of certain carloads of bulk oats found 
to have proximately resulted from unlawful refusal of Great 
Northern to permit reconsignment of shipments in accord with 
its tariffs. Reparation awarded against Great Northern. Com- 
plainant should comply with rule V of the Rules of Practice. 


Grain and Grain Products 


I. and S. No. 3249, absorption of switching charges on 
grain to Kansas City Public Service Company points. By divi- 
sion 3. Proposed cancellation of provision for absorption of 
switching charges on grain and grain products, points in Kan- 
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sas and Nebraska to industries and team tracks on Dodson 
division of Kansas City Public Service Co. found justified. 
Order of suspension vacated and proceeding discontinued. 


Crushed Gravel and Stone 


I. and S. No. 3210, road building materials; gravel, slag, 
stone, etc., between New England, New York and Canadian 
points. By division 3. Proposed rates on crushed gravel and 
crushed stone, and related commodities, between stations in 
New England, New York and Canada, found justified. Order 
of suspension vacated and proceeding discontinued. Boston & 
Maine, respondent, proposed changes in commodity distance 
rates that would result in both increases and reductions. It 
proposed to increase the minimum rate on both crushed gravel 
and crushed stone to 70 cents and grade the rates up to $1.50 
for 200 miles. This would increase the crushed gravel rates 
from 5 to 30 cents, according to the report. The rates on 
crushed stone for 25 miles and under would be increased 10 
cents, but for distances over 25 miles they would be reduced 
5 to 15 cents, according to the report. The Commission found 
that the proposed rates on crushed stone and gravel were not 
too high. 

Switching at Evansville, Ind. 

I. and S. No. 3195, reciprocal switching charges at Evansville, 
Ind. By division 3. Proposed increased reciprocal switching 
charge on certain interstate traffic at Evansville, Ind., found not 
justified. Suspended schedules ordered canceled and proceeding 
discontinued. Illinois Central proposed the increase. The switch- 
ing service is between industries on respondent’s line and inter- 
change points with other carriers that handle the shipments in 
line-haul service. The present charge is $2.70 on all interstate 
traffic originating or destined beyond Evansville. No change 
was proposed on traffic, other than coal, originating at, or des- 
tined to, non-competitive points south of the Ohio River, nor 
on grain and grain products accorded transit at Evansville. 
With the foregoing exceptions, a charge of $6.30 was proposed. 
The Commission said the facts of record did not justify the 
proposed charge nor enable it to determine with certainty what 
charge would be just and reasonable. 


Brick and Tile 


No. 20814, Columbus Brick & Tile Co. et al. vs. S. A. L. 
et al. By division 4. Rates on common brick and hollow fire- 
proof building tile, Columbus, Ga., to Tallahassee, Fla., not 
unreasonable. Shipments of these commodities from Columbus 
to Madison, Fla., misrouted, but complainants not damaged 
thereby. Rates applicable over route of movement not unrea- 
sonable. Complaint dismissed. 


Hay 
No. 20745, C. F. Arnold & Co. vs. Texas & New Orleans. 
By division 4. Complaint dismissed on finding applicable de- 
murrage charges collected on carload of hay, Fulton, Mo., to 
Houston, Tex. 


COMMISSION ORDERS 


No. 20445, Federated Metals Corp. vs. Pennsylvania et al.; 
No. 20446, Same vs. Same; No. 20447, Same vs. Same, and No. 
20511, Same vs. Same. Defendants’ petition for reargument, re- 
consideration and modification denied, except as to reopening for 
reconsideration on record as made. 

No. 19747, Morris Gofnick et al. vs. Rock Island. Second 
motion of defendant, Rock Island, for reconsideration on 
present record and reargument, denied, in view of action of 
division 5 reopening the case, supplemental to the reopening 
of January 15, 1929, for the purpose of determining whether 
there was any tariff authority permitting the carrier to render 
to the shipper the services incident to top icing, and proceeding 
reopened, supplemental to the reopening thereof January 15, 
1929, for further purpose of determining whether there was any 
tariff authority permitting the carrier to render to the shipper 
the services incident to top icing. 

No. 16603, Utah-Idaho Sugar Co. vs. Director-General et al. 
Director-General’s motion to dismiss complaint, for lack of 
prosecution, denied. 

No. 15644, Bissinger & Co. vs. Great Northern et al. Peti- 
tion of defendant, Great Northern, for reopening for further 
consideration and modification denied. 

No. 12597, O-So-Ezy Products Co. et al. vs. Director-General, 
as agent, Ann Arbor, et al. Director-General’s motion to dis- 
miss complaint for lack of prosecution denied. 

No. 19467, Baker-Hanna-Blake Co. et al. vs. Aberdeen & 
Rockfish et al. Proceeding reopened for reconsideration on 
question of reparation on record as made. 

No. 21999, West Coast Lumbermen’s Association et al. vs. 
Akron, Canton & Youngstown et al. Birch Club and Norfolk 
Southern permitted to intervene. 

No. 20785, Red Wing Mill Work Co. vs. Milwaukee et al. 
Complainant’s petition for reargument under shortened pro- 
cedure plan denied. 

No. 20221, Barrett Co. vs. New York, Susquehanna & West- 


Vol. XLIII, No, 99 


ern et al. Complainant’s petition for reconsideration and op, 
argument denied. 

No. 19501, John Arko et al. vs. Santa Fe et al. Complajp. 
ants’ petition for rehearing and, if necessary, reargument 
denied. : 

No. 20738, Blair Lumber Co. et al. vs. Seaboard Air Line 
et al. Petition of Seaboard Air Line for reconsideration and 
oral argument denied. 

No. 18842, J. G. Curtis Leather Co. vs. Santa Fe et al, De- 
fendants’ petition for rehearing and/or reconsideration denied 

No. 19444, Detroit Chemical Works vs. Baltimore & Qhio 
et al. Complainant’s petition for reconsideration and/or rear. 
gument denied. 

No. 21278, W. M. Spencer Co. vs. Missouri Pacific et al, 
Complainant’s petition for reopening and reinstatement of Cage 
for handling under shortened procedure method denied. 

No. 20400, Globe Cotton Oil Mills et al. vs. Arizona Easterp 
et al. Defendants’ petition for modification of opinion with 
respect to reparation denied. 

No. 12668, Poehlmann Bros. Co. et al. vs. Director-Genera] 
as agent, Baltimore & Ohio et al. Complaint dismissed for 
want of prosecution. 

Finance No. 7439, application of Great Northern for cer. 
tificate to construct an extension of its line of railroad jp 
Klamath county, Oregon, and in Siskiyou and Modoc counties, 
California. Bend Chamber of Commerce, Prineville Business. 
men’s Club, Redmond Chamber of Commerce and _ Jefferson 
County Chamber of Commerce permitted to intervene. 

Finance No. 7450, application of Baltimore & Ohio for au. 
thority to acquire control of certain carriers in eastern territory, 
Greater Lafayette Chamber of Commerce, Pittsburgh & West 
Virginia, New Albany Chamber of Commerce and Wildwood 
and Delaware Bay Short Line permitted to intervene. 

No. 22001, Inland Products Co. et al. vs. Milwaukee et al. 
Anheuser-Busch, Inc., permitted to intervene. 

No. 21916 (Sub. 4), Creamery Package Mfg. Co. vs. Santa 
Fe et al., and Sub. Nos. 5 to 8, inclusive, Swift & Co. permitted 
to intervene. 

No. 16747 (and Sub. 1), George W. Pyott Sand & Gravel 
Co. et al. vs. Santa Fe et al., and No. 18267, Wisconsin Lime 
& Cement Co. vs. Santa Fe et al. Complainants’ petition for 
rehearing, reconsideration and/or amendment and for exten- 
sion of time for filing statements of shipments and overcharges 
in No. 16747 (and Sub. 1), and complainants’ petition for rehear- 
ing and reconsideration in No. 18267 and consolidation of this 
case with No. 16747, denied, in so far as they seek rehearing, 
reconsideration and/or amendment. 

No. 14953, A. B. A. Independent Oil & Gasoline Co. et al. 
vs. Santa Fe et al., No. 14750, North Platte Light & Power Co. 
vs. Santa Fe et al., No. 17001, Manhattan Oil Co. vs. Santa Fe 
et al., No. 20958, White Eagle Oil & Refining Co. vs. Santa Fe 
et al., No. 21507, Bahm Oil Co. et al. vs. Santa Fe et al., No. 
21605 (and Sub. 1), Ainsworth Filling Station et al. vs. Santa 
Fe et al., No. 21753, Bahde Oil Co. et al. vs. Santa Fe et al. 
No. 21850 (and Sub. 1 and 2), August Sinner et al. vs. Santa 
Fe et al., No. 21941, Gregory Independent Oil Co. et al. vs. 
Santa Fe et al., and No. 21125, Manhattan Oil Co. vs. Santa Fe 
et al. Defendants’ petition to consolidate all of said cases for 
proposed report, oral argument and decision, denied. 

No. 22131 (and Sub. 1 and 2), Horton Oil Co. et al. vs. 
Santa Fe et al. Shell Petroleum Corp. permitted to intervene. 

No. 21816, Mountain Valley Water Co. et al. vs. Nickel 
Plate et al. Big Four dismissed as party defendant hereto. 

Finance No. 7470, application of Missouri Pacific for au- 
thority to acquire control of certain carriers by lease. James 
R. Bancroft and Missouri-Kansas-Texas and Missouri-Kansas- 
Texas of Texas permitted to intervene. 

No. 14087, Indiana State Chamber of Commerce vs. Santa 
Fe et al. The report and order in this proceeding entered on 
March 2, 1925, as modified by orders entered on May 10, 1926, 
and June 13, 1927, has been further modified to require estab- 
lishment of rates prescribed in said report and order only over 
the lines or existing routes having the short mileage from point 
of origin to destinations. 

No. 22202 (Sub. 1), Savannah Traffic Bureau, Inc., vs. Ocean 
Steamship Co. of Savannah et al. Jacksonville Traffic Bureau, 
Ine., permitted to intervene. 

No. 22102, Cherry-Burrell Corp. et al. vs. Santa Fe et al. 
Swift & Co. permitted to intervene. : 

No. 21630, American’ Tar Products Co. vs. Atlanta, Birming- 
ham & Coast et al. Asphalt Association, Barber Asphalt Co., 
Shell Petroleum Corp., Sinclair Refining Co. of Louisiana, Inc. 
Standard Oil Co. of La.; Standard Oil Co. of New Jersey, At 
lantic Refining Co., Texas Co., and Mexican Petroleum Corp. 
permitted to intervene.” 

No. 22202, Savannah Traffic Bureau, Inc., vs. Merchants 
& Miners Transportation Co. et al. Jacksonville Traffic Bureau, 
Inc., permitted to intervene. 

No. 22074 (and Sub. 1), O. A. Smith Agency, Inc., V8. 
Rock Island et al. North Star Strawboard Mills permitted to 
intervene. 
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TIDEWATER COAL TO NEW ENGLAND 


A finding of unreasonableness and prescription of rates for 
the future, as to interstate rates on tidewater bituminous coal 
from New England ports served by the New Haven, the Central 
vermont, and the Boston & Albany to local destinations on 
those lines in New England, have been recommended by Attor- 
ney-Examiner Paul O. Carter in No. 21121, State of Connecticut 
ys. New Haven et al., embracing also No. 21075, New England 
Traffic League et al. vs. Boston & Albany et al., and two sub 
numbers thereunder, New England Paper & Pulp Traffic Associ- 
ation et al. vs. Maine Central, and Fall River Chamber of Com- 
merce et al. vs. Grafton & Upton et al. 

The Commission should find, says the examiner, that the 
rates for the interstate transportation of tidewater bituminous 
coal, carloads, from ports in New England served by the lines 
named, to local destinations on the lines of those carriers are 
and for the future will be unreasonable to the extent they ex- 
ceed or may exceed rates in cents per ton of 2,240 pounds set 
forth in the following table which rates are found to be just and 
reasonable for the transportation of the traffic in question: 


miles and over 
miles and over 
miles and over 
miles and over 
miles and over 
miles and over 
miles and over 
miles and over 
miles and over 
miles and over 
miles and over 
miles and over 
miles and over 


Smiles and under... ..200.. 70 
10 miles and over 5 

15 miles and over 
9) miles and over 
95 miles and over 
39 miles and over 
35 miles and over ¢ 
49 miles and over ¢ 
45 miles and over ¢ 
50 miles and over 4§ 
55 miles and over 5 
6) miles and over 5 
75 miles and over 
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Carter says the Commission should further find that the 
rates applicable to the interstate transportation of tidewater 
bituminous coal from Fall River and New Bedford to destina- 
tions in the New Engiand states are unduly prejudicial to Fall 
River and New Bedford and unduly preferential of Providence 
Piers. He says no order requiring the removal of the undue 
prejudice is necessary because such prejudice will be removed 
by the publication of rates from Fall River, New Bedford and 
Providence on the basis herein prescribed. He says no finding 
should be made with respect to the rates on anthracite coal be- 
cause of the inadequacy of the evidence with respect to the 
rates on that commodity. 


OIL WELL SUPPLIES, ETC. 


In a proposed report in No. 15741, Parkersburg Rig & Reel 
Co. vs. Burlington et al. and the cases joined with it, Examiner 
R. M. Brown has recommended that the Commission find not 
unreasonable or otherwise unlawful rates on oil well supplies, 
carloads, from Parkersburg, W. Va., to specified destinations in 
Colorado and Wyoming. 

Brown said the Commission should find unreasonable the 
rates on rig irons, carloads, from Parkersburg to Denver, Wel- 
lington, Craig and Tow Creek, Colo., Casper, and Rawlins, Wyo., 
points in the oil fields in Colorado and Wyoming, unreasonable 
to the extent they exceeded, exceed or may exceed 85 per cent 
of the contemporaneous rates on oil well supplis, from and to 
the same points, 40,000 pounds minimum. 

A further recommendation is that the rates on tank ma- 
terial, carloads, from points of origin in Pennsylvania, Ohio 
and West Virginia, fabricated in transit at Parkersburg and 
moving thence over routes other than via Chicago, to Fort 
Collins, Craig and Tow Creek, Colo., Casper, Riverton, Rawlins, 
Medicine Bow, Illco, Parkerton and Cody, Wyo., points in the 
oil fields of Colorado and Wyoming, were, are, and for the 
future will be unreasonable to the extent they exceeded, exceed 
or may exceed the contemporaneous rates on iron or steel pipe, 
carloads, from and to the same points. 

Another recommendation is that the rates on tank material, 
carloads, from origins in Ohio, Pennsylvania and West Virginia, 
from which complainant made shipments, fabricated in transit at 
Parkersburg, and moved thence over routes other than via Chi- 
cago, to Kemmerer, Wyo., were unreasonable in the past but 
that no finding for the future be made with respect to Kem- 
merer. Brown said the Commission should find the rates on 
tank material, from Bethlehem, Pittsburgh and Allegheny, Pa., 
Bridgeport, Steubenville and New Philadelphia, O., fabricated 
at Parkersburg, and moved thence via Chicago to destinations 
in Wyoming and Montana were not and are not unreasonable, 
a the complainant made shipments and was entitled to repara- 
ion. 

This report embraces a sub-number under the title com- 
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15788, Same vs. C. & N. W. et al. and two sub-numbers, there- 
under, Same vs. B. & O. et al. and Same vs. C. & N. W. et al. 


COAL TO EAST ST. LOUIS 


In a report, on further hearing and reconsideration in No. 
18183, intrastate rates on coal to East St. Louis, Ill. Examiner 
W. M. Carney has recommended some revision of the findings in 
the prior report, 142 I. C. C. 95. He proposes, however, that the 
Commission adhere to the prior finding that the relationship of 
rates on coal from the groups from which East St. Louis and 
St. Louis draw their supplies of coal shall be St. Louis 25 cents 
over East St. Louis, with a condemnation of the intrastate rates 
prescribed by the Illinois Commerce Commission on February 
8, 1926, as being unduly preferential of the East St. Louis 
switching district and shippers located therein, unduly preju- 
dicial to the St. Louis switching district and shippers located 
therein, and unjustly discriminatory against interstate com- 
merce to the extent they are lower than the rates on like traffic 
from the same mines to the St. Louis switching district by more 
than 25 cents per net ton. 

Joined with this case were No. 17994, Perry Coal Co. et al. 
vs. Alton & Southern et al. and a sub-number, Illinois Coal Traf- 
fic Bureau vs. Same; No. 18268, St. Louis Chamber of Commerce 
vs. Same; No. 20613, Anchor Coal Co. et al. vs. Same; No. 21047, 
Allhof Brothers, Inc., et al. Vs. Alton & Eastern et al.; two sub- 
numbers under the last mentioned, Hegwein Coal Co. et al. vs. 
Same and Avery Coal & Mining Co. et al. vs. Same; and No. 
21155, Maguire Coal Co. vs. Alton & Southern et al. 

Carney called Nos. 20613, 21155, 21047 and the sub-numbers 
thereto the new cases. He said they did not bring into question 
the relationships. He said that while they asked for new rates 
for the future such rates were dependent upon the findings in 
the original report in the title case or those made in this report 
on the parent cases. He said no new testimony was offered 
dealing with the reasonableness of the rates, complainants in 
them relying upon the record made in the parent cases and that 
made on further hearing with respect to rates from mines within 
twenty miles of East St. Louis. He said the parties to the pro- 
ceedings were practically identical. Upon that state of asserted 
fact, he proposed that the Commission should dismiss the new 
complaints upon the principle laid down in one of its rules of 
practice intended to prevent the trying of cases by piecemeal, 
sustained in a number of cited cases. Under the conditions, 
Carney said the complainants had no vested rights to award? of 
reparation based on the theory that the unreasonableness found 
nust have existed in the period extending from a date two years 
prior to the filing of their claims. 

On the main issues, that is, those raised in the cases other 
than those recommended for dismissal, Carney said: 


Upon further hearing and reconsideration the Commission should 
find that the assailed rate of $1.16 now $1.05 from all mines in the 
inner portion of the Belleville group or group 2-A, including mines at 
Edwardsville, Freeburg, Mascoutah and Lebanon, IIl., to the St. Louis 
district is and for the future will be unreasonable and unduly prefer- 
ential of mines in the outer portion of the Belleville group and other 
more distant mines in Illinois and western Kentucky considered in 
this proceeding and unduly prejudicial to mines in the inner portion 
of the Belleville group, to the extent it exceeds or may exceed 97 
cents. 

The Commission should affirm its previous finding of unreasonable- 
ness in so far as rates from mines in the outer portion of group 2 are 
concerned. It should, however, further find that the maintenance of 
rates in the future lower than the rates there prescribed will be 
unduly preferential of such mines and unduly prejudicial to more 
distant mines in Illinois and western Kentucky here considered and of 
mines in the inner portion of group 2. 

The previous findings in so far as the reasonableness or unreason- 
ableness of the rates from mines in the southern Illinois, Du Quoin, 
Chicago and Illinois Midland groups in Illinois and from the western 
Kentucky group, concerned herein, should be affirmed. 

It should further find that the intrastate rates from all mines in 
the inner portion of the Belleville group, the Du Quoin group,. and 
the southern Illinois group, respectively, and from all mines on the 
Chicago & Illinois Midland Railway, including those at Auburn, to 
the East St. Louis district, prescribed by order of the Illinois Com- 
merce Commission entered February 8, 1926, are, and for the future 
will be, unduly preferential of the East St. Louis switching district 
and shippers located therein and unduly prejudicial to the St. Louis 
switching district and shippers located therein, and unjustly discrimin- 
atory against interstate commerce, to the extent that they are lower 
than the rates on like traffic from the same mines to the St. Louis 
switching district herein found reasonable by more than 25 cents per 
net ton. 





PROPOSED REPORTS 


Drugs, Medicines, Chemicals 
No. 21162, Merck & Co., Inc., vs. B. & O. et al., embracing 
also two sub numbers, American Druggists Syndicate vs. Same 
et al., and Scott & Browne vs. Same et al. Examiner W. R. 
Brennan. Rates on carloads consisting entirely of drugs or 
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medicines or consisting entirely of chemicals from Rahway, 
N. J., to St. Louis, Mo., and from Long Island City and Brook- 
lyn, N. Y., to Chicago, Ill., and from Bloomfield, N. J., to Chi- 
cago, St. Louis, Detroit and Cincinnati, not unreasonable or 
otherwise unlawful, but failure of defendants to permit, by 
appropriate tariff provisions, the mixing of drugs, medicines 
and/or chemicals, from and to the points set forth, is and 
for the future will be unreasonable. An appropriate note should 
be added to the drug and medicine, N. O. I. B. N., third class 
rating providing substantially that the rating will also apply 
on the same or other drugs or medicines or on chemicals which 
are included in other items of the classification at ratings not 
higher than first class less carloads or any quantity, or third 
class carloads when shipped in mixed carloads with drugs 
and medicines rated under this item and that the minimum 
weight shall be the highest carload minimum weight provided 
for any article in the shipment. A corresponding note should 
be added to the chemicals, N. O. I. B. N., third class rating. 
Reparation denied. 


Locomotive Crane 


No. 21544, Brown Florida Lumber Co., Inc., vs. L. & N. et al. 
Examiner John Davey. Reparation of $396.60, with interest, 
proposed on finding unreasonable rate on one locomotive crane 
on own wheels, with idler carrying parts, Brownville, Ala., to 
Caryville, Fla., to extent it exceeded 58.5 cents. 


Bituminous Coal 

No. 21395, Bigelow-Hartford Carpet Co. vs. New Haven 
et al. Examiner Roy E. McKee. Dismissal proposed on finding 
not unreasonable rates on bituminous coal, East Providence, 
R. I., and other Providence stations to Clinton, Mass., and 
switching charges at Clinton by the Boston & Maine on coal 
received from the New Haven. Findings without prejudice to 
conclusions that may be reached in Nos. 21075 and 21121. 


Salt 


No. 21260, F. M. Hawley et al. vs. Santa Fe et al. Ex- 
aminer E. L. Glenn. Dismissal proposed on finding not illegal 
charges on salt, Hutchinson, Lyons, Emporia and Kanopolis, 
Kan., to various desinations in Oklahoma. Omission of essential 
evidence precludes finding of damages and award of repara- 
tion. 

Gravel 

No. 21636, M. C. Winterburn, Inc., vs. S. A. L. et al. Ex- 
aminer Roy E. McKee. Dismissal proposed on finding not un- 
reasonable rates on gravel, Montgomery, Ala., to Dickert and 
Falmouth, Fla. 


Molding Sand 


No. 21133, Chapman Valve Manufacturing Co. vs. B. & A. 
et al., embracing also a sub number, Worthington Pump & 
Machinery Corporation vs. Pennsylvania et al. Examiner H. 
L. Main. Rates on molding sand, points in New York and New 
Jersey to Springfield and Holyoke, Mass., and Indian Orchard 
and Oak Street Stations, Springfield, unreasonable. Rates as- 
sailed, except that from Wareham, Mass., are and for future 
unreasonable to extent they exceed or may exceed rates in 
scale beginning with $1.75 per net ton for 100 miles and over 
80 miles and running out with $3.40 for 410 miles and over 
380 miles, subject to addition of 70 cents per ton for hauls 
involving carfloat or lighterage service in New York harbor 
district. Distances should be computed over the _ short-line 
routes via existing connections for interchange of carload traffic 
which will result in lowest rates, taking into consideration the 
arbitrary for New York harbor service. Only actual rail dis- 
tance should be used in computing rates for hauls necessitating 
carfloat or lighterage service, as the 70-cent arbitrary is in- 
tended to cover the entire water service. Reparation should be 
denied. 

Corn 


No. 21308, Sperry Flour Co. vs. S. P. et al. Examiner 
Horace W. Johnson. Complainant entitled to reparation on 
finding rate on corn, various points of origin in Iowa and 
Nebraska to San Francisco, Calif., for export, when milled, 
cleaned or otherwise treated in transit at South Vallejo, Calif., 
unreasonable and unduly prejudicial to extent it exceeded 59 
cents, 

Grass Seed 


No. 21295, Northern Field Seed Co. vs. Great Northern. 
Examiner Arnold C. Hansen. Dismissal proposed on finding 
that order bill of lading shipments of grass seed, Roseau, Minn., 
to Winona, Minn., were charged rates applicable via interstate 
route of movement specified by shippers. 


Switching at Keokuk 


No. 21516, C. S. Wells & Son vs. C. B. & Q. Examiner 
E. L. Glenn. Dismissal proposed on finding refusal of defendant 
to perform store-door switching for complainant at Keokuk, 
Ia., to be in violation of section 6 of act. Defendant’s switch- 
ing tariff plainly and definitely states that service sought in 
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this instance is now available to complainant. Carriers wi be 
expected to comply with their tariff provisions. 


Glass Bottles 


No. 21464, Carroll Graham Bottle Co., Inc., vs. C. & N. w 
et al. Examiner T. Leo Haden. Rate on glass bottles, carloads 
Lapel, Ind., to Manitowoc and Sheboygan, Wis., not unreasonable 
but has been, is and will be unduly prejudicial to complaip. 
ant and unduly preferential of competitors at St. Louis, Mo, 
East St. Louis and Alton, IIl., to extent it exceeded, exceeds or 
may exceed rate contemporaneously maintained on like traffic 
from these latter points of origin to Sheboygan and Manitowoe 
Evidence not sufficient to justify award of reparation based 
on undue prejudice found to exist. 


Cotton Piece Goods 


No. 21085, Maryland Co. vs. Western Railway of Alabama 
et al., embracing also a sub number, Same vs. A. C. L. et al, 
Examiner L. H. Dishman. Complainant entitled to reparation 
on finding that rates on cotton piece goods, any quantity, Cedar. 
town, Ga., and Eufaula and Montgomery, Ala., to Luray, Va, 
were not unduly prejudicial or unjustly discriminatory but 
unreasonable to extent they exceeded the rates of 78 cents 
from Montgomery and 77 cents from Eufaula and Cedartown, 


Polished Marble 


No. 21532, Taylor Marble & Tile Co. et al. vs.C. R.L &P 
et al. Examiner Riley A. Gwynn. Rates on polished marble, 
Oklahoma City, Okla., to Amarillo and Breckenridge, Tex., were 
and are unreasonable to extent they exceeded or exceed rates 
based on column 25 of the southwestern scale, minimum 36,000 
pounds. Taylor Marble & Tile Co. entitled to reparation. De- 
fendants should be authorized to waive collection of under. 
charges. Findings without prejudice to findings that may be 
made in reference to similar issues in I. and S. No. 3130, Con- 
solidated Southwestern Cases. 


Cedar Poles 


No. 21541, M. L. Bruce Co. vs. Great Northern et al. Exam- 
iner Arnold C. Hansen. Dismissal proposed on finding not un- 
reasonable or otherwise unlawful rate on carload shipment 
cedar poles, Colville, Wash., creosoted in transit at Sand Point, 
Ida., destined to Glen Rock, Wyo., on C. B. & Q. and charge for 
subsequent transfer to Glen Rock on C. & N. W. 


Corn 


No. 21595, Walcott & Lincoln, Inc., vs. C. & A. et al. Exam- 
iner J. P. McGrath. Dismissal proposed on finding applicable 
rate on corn, Kansas City, Mo., to Chicago, Ill., which originated 
beyond and was stored in transit at Kansas City. 


Live Poultry 


No. 21818, F. C. Pennington Produce Co. vs. T. & P. et al. 
Examiner Harris Fleming. Dismissal proposed on finding not un- 
reasonable rate on live poultry, various points in Texas to New 
Orleans, La. 

Cement 


No. 20872, Monarch Cement Co. vs. Santa Fe et al., em- 
bracing also a sub-number, Lehigh Portland Cement Co. vs. 
Same. Examiner L. H. Macomber. Complainants entitled to 
reparation on finding rates on cement, points in Kansas gas 
belt, and Dewey, Okla., to points on C. R. I. & G., and P. & §. 
F. in Texas Panhandle, prior to August 4, 1926, inapplicable and 
applicable rate 22.5 cents, and on and subsequent to August 4, 
1926, unreasonable and unduly prejudicial to extent they ex- 
ceeded scale of rates subsequently fixed in Oklahoma Portland 
Cement Co. vs. D. & R. G. W., 128 I. C. C. 63. 


Insecticide Spreader 


No. 21579, Hercules Glue Co. vs. Great Northern et al. Ex- 
aminer John Davey. Dismissal proposed on finding not unrea 
sonable or otherwise unlawful rate on insecticide spreader, San 
Francisco, Cal., to Wenatchee, Wash. 


Crude Water-Gas Tar 


No. 21358, American Tar Products Co. vs. A. G. S. et al. 
Examiner Albert A. Mattson. Rates on crude water-gas tar, 
tank-car loads, St. Louis, Mo., Frankfort, Kokomo, Lafayette, 
Ft. Wayne, South Bend, Elkhart, and Michigan City, Ind., and 
Chicago, Ill, to Woodward, Ala., unreasonable. Recommends 
that rates assailed from the Illinois and Indiana origins to 
Woodward be found unreasonable, past, present and future, to 
extent they exceeded, exceed or may exceed, subject to min- 
imum weights determined under Rule 35, 25 cents from Frank- 
fort, Kokomo and Lafayette; 26 cents from Ft. Wayne; 27 
cents from South Bend, Elkhart, Michigan City and Chicago; 
that rate from St. Louis to Woodward is and will be unreason- 
able to extent it exceeds or may exceed 24 cents. Commission 
should find complainant made shipments from all origins except 
St. Louis. Reparation. 


Hot Rolled Rods 


No. 21318, Wallace Barnes Co. vs. New Haven. Examiner 
J. M. Fiedler. Complainant entitled to reparation on finding 
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on hot rolled iron and steel rods, Phillipsdale, R. I., to 
orestville, Conn., unreasonable to extent it exceeded 16 cents. 


Zinc By-Products 


No. 20891, Federated Metals Corporation et al. vs. B. & 
0, et al., embracing also two sub numbers, Same vs. B. & O. 
at gl, and American Steel & Wire Co. vs. B. & O. et al. Ex- 
gniner Paul A. Colvin. Rates on zinc by-products (ashes, 
Gross and skimmings) points in Alabama, Georgia, Tennessee, 
fllinois, Minnesota, California and Canada, and from all states 
in oficial classification territory to Donora, Pa., and Mounds- 
ville, W. Va., unreasonable. Reparation recommended. Pro- 
poses Commission find unreasonable rate on shipments from 
Toronto to extent it exceeded 85 per cent of contemporaneous 
sixth-class rate. No finding for future as to that. The Com- 
mission should further find that the rates assailed on the inter- 
sate shipments from all points except San Francisco were, 
are, and, via routes over defendants’ lines, for the future will 
he unreasonable to the extent they exceeded, exceed, or may 
exceed 85 per cent of the contemporaneous sixth-class rates 
fom and to the same points, except that between points where 
commodity rates were and are maintained on zinc spelter lower 
than 85 per cent of the sixth-class rates, rates assailed were, 
ye, and for the future will be unreasonable to the extent that 
they exceeded, exceed, or may exceed such commodity rates. 
4s to the shipments from San Francisco, defendants should 
make refund to the applicable rate, which is not shown to be 
unreasonable. ‘The Commission should further find that the 
rates assailed in No. 20891 (Sub.-No. 2) were, are, and for the 
future will be unreasonable to the extent they exceeded, ex- 
ceed, or may exceed the basis hereinabove prescribed. 


REJECTS WESTERN PACIFIC PLAN 


Denial of the application of the Western Pacific California 
Railroad Company, subsidiary of the Western Pacific Railroad 
Company, in Finance No. 7024, has been recommended by Ex- 
aminer Haskell C. Davis in a proposed report. 

The examiner said the Commission should find that the 
present and future public convenience and necessity was not 
shown to require the construction by the applicant of lines of 
railroad in San Joaquin, Stanislaus, Merced, Madera, and Fresno 
counties, Calif., and operation by it, under trackage rights, 
over part of the Tidewater Southern Railway in Stanislaus and 
Merced counties. 

The lines described in the application, said the examiner, 
would form a continuous line of railway, about 138 miles long, 
extending up the San Joaquin Valley from a connection with 
the Western Pacific at Nilegarden, about 11 miles south of 
Stockton, to a point on the Kings River about 21 miles south- 
east of Fresno. It was stated that the objects of the proposed 
line were to bring rail transportation closer to the agricultural 
territory it would traverse and to increase the traffic and earn- 
ings of the Western Pacific and its allied lines. 

The Southern Pacific and the Santa Fe contended that the 
whole of the proposed line would closely parallel and duplicate 
existing railways that furnished adequate and keenly competi- 
tive service; that the line could not improve the service, reduce 
the cost of transportation or lower rates to any market; that 
it would add greatly to the cost of transportation without cre- 
ating any new railway revenue; that it would not be profitable 
either in itself or as a feeder to the Western Pacific, but would 
serve merely to divert from existing lines revenue that was 
Necessary “to support the excellent service they now give,” 
according to the report. 

Throughout the whole territory, said the examiner, there 
was competition between the existing railways, and also severe 
competition by motor trucks, not only within the valley, but to 
San Francisco Bay points. 

“The testimony concerning the needs of the W. P. does not 
justify such inherently wasteful paralleling of existing rail- 
Ways,” said Examiner Davis in his conclusions after having 
reviewed at length the evidence in the proceeding. 


FINANCE APPLICATIONS 


Finance No. 7622. New York & Long Branch Railroad Co. 
asks authority to issue and sell $2,000,000 of additional capital 
stock and to issue $538,000 of consolidated mortgage gold bonds. 
The stock is to be sold the Pennsylvani Railroad Co. at par 
and the bonds are to be sold to the Pennsylvania and the Central 
of New Jersey at par, in equal amounts, for reimbursement of 
advances made by those companies to applicant. . 

Finance No. 7623. Fort Worth & Denver Northern Railway, 
subsidiary of the Colorado & Southern, asks authority to con- 
struct a line from Childress to Pampa, Tex., 110 miles, to serve 
a large territory in which oil, agricultural and commercial de- 
velopments have been rapid in the last few years, and to provide 
a direct line to. Texas cities and markets, including Gulf ports. 

Finance No. 7618. Joint petition of Mountain States Telephone & 
Telegraph Co, and Estancia Telephone Company, of New Mexico, for 
approval of acquisition by former of properties of latter. 

Finance No. 7619. Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway Co. 
asks authority to pledge treasury securities for short term loans. 

Finance No 7620. Allentown Terminal Railroad Co. asks authority 
to extend the time for payment of $450,000 of first mortgage bonds, 
maturing July 1, until July 1, 1954, with interest during the extended 
period at the rate of 4% per cent. 

Finance No. 7624, Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway Co. asks 
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authority to acquire control of the Beaver, Meade & Englewood Rail- 
road Co., by purchase of all its outstanding shares of capital stock, 
3,150 shares, yar value $100 each, and all outstanding mortgage bonds 
of $320,000 face value, for $1,301,966. The line extends from Beaver 
to Hough, Okla., 65 miles. Reduction in operating expenses and im- 
provement in service will result from the acquisition, according to 
the application. 

Finance No. 7625, Gulf & West Texas Railway Co., asks authority 
to construct a new line from Fredericksburg, Tex., to Brady, Tex., 
through Mason, thence to Eden to San Angelo, Tex., or alternately 
from Wetmore to Fredericksburg thence via Mason, Brady and Eden. 
The line via the first proposed route will be 113 miles and via the 
alternate route, 170 miles. Applicant says the line will give Amarillo, 
and the west, Sweetwater, Abilene, Lubbock, Plainview, Dalhart, 
Ballinger, San Angelo and all intermediate points and the adjacent 
territory, a more direct and short haul at less transportation cost 
therefrom and to San Antonio and Corpus Christi, and aid in the fos- 
tering and development of a large unserved area that is rapidly grow- 
ing in agriculture, stock raising, wools, oils and minerals. 

Finance No. 7626. Seaboard Air Line Railway Co. asks authority 
to extend its $5,360,000 of Georgia, Carolina & Northern first mortgage 
bonds _ five years from July 1, 1929, with interest at rate of 6 
per cent, 


UNCONTESTED FINANCE CASES 


Report and certificate in F. D. No. 7531, (1) authorizing the Mc- 
Cloud River Railroad Co. to acquire and operate a line of railroad in 
Siskiyou county, Calif., extending from Car A to Hambone, approxi- 
mately 6.9 miles; and (2) denying request for permission to retain 
excess earnings, approved. 

Report and order in F. D. No. 7500, authorizing the San Luis 
Valley Southern Ry. Co. to issue $155,450 of common capital stock, 
consisting of 15,545 shares of the par value of $10 a share, and $272,- 
800 of income-mortgage gold bonds; $75,450 of stock and $227,200 of 
bonds to be delivered at not less than par and accrued interest on 
the bonds, to the contractor or contractors constructing the extension 
of the applicant’s line, and $80,000 of stock and $45,600 of bonds to 
be sold or otherwise disposed of at not less than par and accrued 
interest on the bonds, and the securities or the proceeds used to 
defray part of the cost of the extension, to pay for additions and 
betterments, and to pay indebtedness for advances, approved. 

Report and certificate in F..D. No. 7430, authorizing the Yazoo 

& Mississippi Valley R. R. Co. (1) to operate over a bridge, and 
approaches, in Madison Parish, La., and Warren county, Miss., and 
(2) to discontinue the use of transfer boats between Delta, La., and 
Vicksburg, Miss., — 
_ Report and certificate in F. D. No. 7495, authorizing the acquisi- 
tion by the Public Utilities California Corporation of the properties 
of — Nevada, California & Oregon Telegraph & Telephone Co., ap- 
proved. 


CITRUS FRUIT TRANSIT STORAGE 


As an aid to the producers of citrus fruits in Florida in 
their fight with the Mediterranean fruit fly, the Commission 
this week granted sixth section permission to W. L. Speiden 
and individual railroads authorizing them to establish, on one 
day’s notice, storage in transit, on fruit of that sort, in trunk 
line, central and southeastern territories, on the basis of the 
through rates from points of origin in Florida, to final destina- 
tions, plus a transit storage charge of 6.5 cents per 100 pounds. 
The transit arrangement is to expire October 1. The transit 
privilege is restricted to routes over which rates are in effect 
from Florida origin point to final destination. Back-hauling 
will not be permitted. 

The Speiden application said that there were 5,000 cars of 
oranges and grape fruit in zone No. 2 which had to be moved 
before May 31 to avoid the quarantine to be placed on that 
day. Other thousands of cars were said to be ready for move- 
ment in zone No. 3. The dispatch of the fruit immediately was 
deemed desirable so as to enable the owners to escape quaran- 
tines the state and national authorities were said to be con- 
templating. 

The Department of Agriculture, on the day the Speiden 
request was granted, announced a meeting in Washington, for 
June 1, to consider the advisability of extending the quarantine 
so as to cover every point in the United States. The particular 
object of that conference, the announcement said, was to con- 
sider the necessity, for the prevention, by regulation, of “any 
reshipments of such Florida fruits and vegetables from the 
areas of destination and utilization specified in the quarantine 
(No. 68), and amendments thereto, into other sections of the 
United States.” The announcements said that the fly had been 
found in half a dozen states and that discovery of such infesta- 
tion outside of Florida was the basis for an amendment to the 
quarantine, dated May 16, prohibiting the movement from Florida 
of host fruits and vegetables to southern and western states 
where there was a distinct possibility that the pest might 
become established and maintain itself. 


PETITIONS FOR REHEARING, ETC. 


No. 11893, United States War Department, Inland Water- 
ways, Mississippi-Warrior Service vs. Abilene & Southern et 
al. Central Freight Association lines, except Baltimore & Ohio, 
ask for reconsideration, rehearing and oral argument. 

No. 18908, Clay County Crushed Rock Co. et al. vs. Santa 
Fe et al., and No. 19002, Thomson Brothers Rock Co. et al. vs. 
Santa Fe et al. Missouri Portland Cement Co., intervener, 
asks for reopening, rehearing and/or reargument. 

No. 19977, R. E. Funsten Co. et al. vs. Santa Fe et al., and 
No. 21641, Hofmann Bros. Co. et al. vs. Santa Fe et al. Com- 
plainants ask for a review and reargument. 

No. 19135 (Sub. 1), S. J. Peabody Lumber Co. vs. Pennsyl- 
vania et al. Complainant asks for further argument. 
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No. 20574, Barnhart Coal Co. et al. vs. Chicago & Eastern 
Illinois et al., and No. 20579, Poll Construction Co. vs. Chicago 
& Eastern Illinois. Defendants ask for rehearing and reargu- 
ment or for reargument before entire Commission, and for post- 
ponement of effective date of order herein. 

No. 20497, Bakelite Corp. vs. Erie et al. Defendants ask 
for reopening and rehearing, and/or reconsideration by full 
Commission, and postponement of effective date of Commission’s 
order herein. 

I. and S. No. 3148, petroleum and its products from points 
in Wyoming to South Dakota, North Dakota, Montana, Iowa, 
Minnesota and Nebraska. Public Service Commission of Wy- 
oming asks for reconsideration or further hearing. 

No. 17644, Lakeland Chamber of Commerce vs. Atlantic 
Coast Line et al., and No. 17845, Mine & Mill Supply Co. vs. 
Atlantic Coast Line et al. Atlantic Coast Line asks for exten- 
sion of effective date of fourth section order No. 9760, covering 
commodity rates to Lakeland, Fla., and points beyond. 

No. 20711, Crane Co. vs. Chesapeake & Ohio et al. and 
fourth section application No. 1548, et al. Defendants ask for 
postponement of effective date of fourth section order 10033, 
cast iron pipe and fittings, in carloads, from Anniston, Ala., to 
Newport News, Va. 

No. 19803, Lone Star Gas Co. vs. Santa Fe et al. Com- 
plainants and interveners ask for reopening for argument orally 
and for reconsideration by entire Commission. 

I. and S. No. 3204, scrap iron or steel stopped in transit 
for purpose of handling, sorting and storing at Minneapolis, 
Minnesota Transfer and St. Paul, Minn. Protestant, Duluth 
Chamber of Commerce, asks for stay of order and argument 
before full Commission. 

No. 18066 (and Sub. 1), Little Rock Chamber of Commerce 
et al. vs. Alabama Great Southern et al. Intervener, Louisiana 
Farm Bureau Federation, Inc., asks for further hearing, re- 
opening and for reconsideration and modification of findings 
concerning intrastate rates within Louisiana. 

No. 18074, Brown Paper Mill Co., Inc., et al. vs. Vicksburg, 
Shreveport & Pacific et al. Complainant asks for reopening, 
rehearing and reconsideration by entire Commission of decision 
of division 2, dated March 25, 1929, reported in Volume 153, 
pages 171 to 181. 

No. 19514, Simms Oil Co. vs. Texas & Pacific Co. et al. 
Complainant asks for rehearing. 

No. 19294 (and Sub. 1), Sperry Flour Co. vs. Rock Island 
et al. Defendants ask for reopening, rehearing and/or recon- 
sideration. 

I. and §S. 3290, restriction in routing in connection with 
Georgia & Florida between Greenwood, S. C., and Augusta, Ga., 
Atlanta & West Point, Western Railway of Alabama, and Georgia 
Railroad and Banking Co. operated as Georgia Railroad, ask 
for vacation of suspension order of May 14, 1929. 


SUSPENDED TARIFFS 


In I. and S. No. 3295, the Commission has suspended from 
May 25 until December 25 schedules in supplement No. 22 to 
Pennsylvania A A, I. C. C. 1334, and supplement No. 7 to Pitts- 
burgh & Lake Erie’s tariff I. C. C. No. 2799. The suspended 
schedules propose to increase the rates on bituminous coal, 
shipped from Clyde, Horner, Maple Glen and related Pennsyl- 
vania mines to Cleveland and Ashtabula Harbor, O., and Erie, 
Pa., for movement beyond as lake cargo. The present and 
proposed rates are 146 cents and 154 cents, respectively, per ton 
of 2,000 pounds. 

In I. and S. No. 3296, the Commission has suspended from 
May 25 to December 25 schedules in supplement No. 25 to 
the Consolidated Classification No. 5, Lawrence’s I. C. C.-O. C. 
No. 49, Fyfe’s I. C. C. No. 18, and Dulaney’s I. C. C. No. 23. The 
suspended schedules propose to increase the ratings on old 
wooden egg cases or carriers, in the Western Classification 
territory, from fourth class to first class on less-carload ship- 
ments and from fourth class to third class on carload shipments. 

In I. and S. No. 3297 the Commission has suspended from 
May 25, to December 25, schedules in supplement No. 25 to 
Consolidated Freight Classification No. 5, Lawrence’s I. C. C. 
O. C. No. 49, Fyfe’s I. C. C. No. 18 and Dulaney’s I. C. C. No. 
23. The suspended schedules propose to increase the Official 
Classification rating on carload shipments of empty cans and 
tin boxes from fourth class to Rule 26, also minimum weight 
on steel shipping barrels or drums from 13,000 pounds to 14,000 
pounds. 

In I. and S. No. 3298, the Commission has suspended from 
May 25, to December 25, schedules in supplement No. 25 to the 
Consolidated Classification No. 5, Lawrence’s I. C. C.-O. C. No. 
49, Fyfe’s I. C. C. No. 18 and Dulaney’s I. C. C. No. 23. The 
suspended schedules propose a new provision applicable in con- 
nection with ratings on airplanes and airplane parts by which 
an article or articles in less-than-carload quantities, which are 
not enclosed in packages required for less-carload shipments, 
would be charged for as carload shipments. 

In I. and S. No. 3299, the Commission has suspended from 
May 25 to December 25 schedules as published in supplement 
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No. 25 to the Consolidated Classification No. 5, D. T. Lawrency’ 
I. C. C-O, C, No. 49,R. C. Fyfe’s I. C. C. No. 18 and E. H, Dulaneys 
I. C. C. No. 28, and numerous other agency and individua} the 
issues. The suspended schedules propose to revise th 
fications, rates, charges, regulations and practices 0 
ranges, boilers, heaters, house heating furnaces, firepla 
stove hollow-ware, incinerators, and parts thereof or Telateg 
articles. from, to, and between points in southern territory 
which would result in numerous increases and reductions, "' 

In I. and S. No. 3300 the Commission has suspended from 
May 31 to December 31 schedules in supplement No, 4 to 
Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific I. C. C. No. C-11588. The Sus. 
pended schedules propose to cancel the application of the 
present basis of 75 per cent of the rates applying on fat cattle 
in connection with carload shipments of stock cattle, from Chi. 
cago, Peoria, Rock Island, Ill, Minneapolis, St. Paul, Minn 
St. Louis, Mo., East St. Louis, Ill., and points taking same rates 
to destinations in Oklahoma, Colorado, Nebraska, Kansas and 
territory beyond, which would result in higher joint through 
or combination rates on this traffic. The following rates bein 
in cents per 100 pounds on stock cattle, C. L., is illustratiye: 


From St. Louis, Mo., to Terral, Okla., present 38, 


from Mason City, Ia., to Fort Worth, Tex., 57.5, 


© Classi. 
1D stoves, 
Ce grates, 


proposed 50,5; 
proposed 69.5, 


RATES ON TIN CANS 


In the event the rates on empty tin cans in Illinois ang 
Western Trunk Line territories are put on the fourth class basis 
many shippers will be forced to discontinue their practices with 
respect to that supply, according to W. W. Manker, of Armour 
and Company, testifying at the hearing before Examiner Smith, 
at Chicago, in I. and S. 3088 and supplemental orders 1 to §, 
inclusive, cans, iron, steel, or tin, in Illinois and Western Trunk 
Line territories and between those territories and Central ter. 
ritory, and the cases joined with it (see Traffic World, May 35, 
page ...). 

Prior to the decision in docket 13535, his company had 
shipped cans used to pack lard for the Mexican trade to its 
Oklahoma City and Fort Worth plants from Granite City, Il, 
and New Orleans, he said. But it had since begun shipping the 
lard to New Orleans in tank cars, where it was put into the 
cans and sent out by the boat lines, he said. Further illus. 
trating his point, he said that, in cetrain situations, it had, in 
certain cases, begun shipping tin can stock (tin cut to shape 
and shipped flat) to the points where can were to be used, in 
place of shipping the set up cans. It had been forced to do 
that because the can rates had risen too high, he said. If the 
class rates sought by the carriers in the instant proceeding 
were allowed, he said it was probable that his company would 
supply its plant at St. Paul with tin can stock from Chicago, 
instead of continuing to ship the cans as at present. And, in 
his opinion, the same would be done by other users of the com: 
modity, wherever their volume of business was sufficient to 
justify investment in the plant equipment that would entail. 


He prefaced his testimony with an account of the economic 
condition of the canning industry and the packing industry gen- 
erally. Margins of profit were lower than in the past, he said; 
it was necessary to watch overhead expense much more closely 
and necessary to exhaust every means to the end of curtailing 
production costs. He characterized the attempt of the carriers 
to increase the rates as inopportune, particularly in view of 
the uncertainty with respect to the level of westen trunk line 
class rates. The application of class rates in conjunction with 
a lower minimum weight than applies in connection with a 
great many of the commodity rates would have the additional 
result of accelerating the extension of the practice of hand-to- 
mouth buying, he insisted, and would result in lighter loading. 


The complainant testimony in docket 21808, Michigan Can- 
ners’ Association against the Ann Arbor and others, was pre 
sented by W. P. Hartman, president, and J. A. Carter, traffic 
manager, of the complainant organization. The complaint 
charges that the rates from Chicago to points in Michigan are 
unreasonable and unduly prejudicial to complainants and unduly 
preferential of competitors located in Wisconsin, Iowa, Illinois 
and Minnesota. 

“No other single agency contributes more substantially to 
the pogram of orderly merchandising of farm products than 
does the canning factory,” said Mr. Hartman. The relief asked 
was “that the freight rates from points of origin to points m 
the lower péninsula of Michigan shall be on an equal basis with 
the rates applying on tin cans to competitive points in Wis 
consin, Iowa, Minnesota and Illinois.” The rates to the Michi 
gan points are on the fourth class basis, as compared to the 
commodity basis in effect at present to the allegedly preferred 
points. 

The hearing ended May 24. The examiner said a proposed 
report would probably be issued, though that was not usually 
the custom in I. and S. cases, because of the joint nature of 
the proceeding, if the carriers would agree to postpone the 
effective date of the suspended tariffs to the extent necessary, 
which they agreed to do. 
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June 1, 1929 


HOCH-SMITH GRAIN 


The Trafic World Washington Bureau 


“Adoption of the examiners’ report in the western grain 
rate case will defeat the purpose which Congress had in view 
ghen it enacted the Hoch-Smith resolution for the relief of the 
farmer,” declared John E. Benton, general solicitor of the Na- 
tional Association of Railroad and Utility Commissioners, open- 
ing, on May 27, fifteen days of argument in No. 17000, part 7, 
Hoch'Smith grain in the western district. “It will actually 
increase the rates on grain by millions of dollars.” 

The argument was made to an augmented bench, composed 
of the entire Commission, and state commissioners. The latter 
were cooperating with the federal body. The state commission 
pench, placed in front of the federal body’s bench was occupied 
by James P. Neal, Washington; Fay Harding, North Dakota; 
Louis E. Bean, Oregon; Otto Bock, Colorado; John E. Curtiss, 
Nebraska; J. H. Porter, Missouri; Clarence E. Gilmore, Texas; 
Charles D. Shukers, Kansas; and Frederick Capshaw, Oklahoma. 
The program was for daily arguments except on Memorial day 
and on the first two Mondays in June, the Commission’s regular 
conference days, devoted to the disposition of submitted cases. 


- Those Scheduled to Argue 


Allotments of time, stated in minutes, were given, at the 
opening of arguments, as follows: 

State commissions (J. E. Benton), 105; Oklahoma (Paul 
Walker), 120; Nebraska (H. LeMaster), 60; J. W. Shorthill 
(Nebr. Farm. Ogns.), 30; Colorado (Ralph Carr), 30; Wyoming 
(W. 0. Wilson), 30; Idaho (J. M. Lampert), 20; Kansas (Gov. 
Clyde Reed), 90; Kansas (J. W. Greenleaf), 30; lowa (J. H. 
Henderson), 40; Wisconsin (Philip Porter), 15; Minnesota (J. T. 
Bonner), 60; North Dakota (S. B. Houck), 60; Montana (J. A. 
Little), 30; South Dakota (R. L. Dillman), 120; Nevada (George 
W. Malone), 20; Oregon (Wm. Ellis), 60; Washington (S. J. 
Wettrick), 90; Arthur M. Geary (Pac. N. W. Farm Ogns.), 45; 
Primary Markets (Ralph Merriam), 180; Omaha (E. P. Smith), 
(0; Sioux City (H. Wilson), 20; Chicago & Milwaukee (H. J. 
Campbell), 45; Chicago (J. S. Brown), 30; Milwaukee (J. L. 
Bowlus), 30; Minneapolis (F. B. Townsend), 80; Duluth (Fred 
Keiser), 50; Southern Minnesota Mills (C. T. Vandenover), 50; 
Minnesota Transit (Oliver Tong), 20; Peoria (J. L. Collyer), 15; 
Des Moines (C. B. Charlton), 40; Wichita (A. M. Corp), 40; 
Hutchinson (George E. Hogel), 15; St. Louis (Charles Rippin), 
§); Cairo (Ray Williams), 25; Memphis (J. B. McGinnis), 20; 
Ogden Grain Exchange (H. W. Prickett), 50; Colorado Mill & 
Elevator Co. (G. H. Work), 50; Texas Industrial Traf. League 
(F. Leffingwell), 20; Oklahoma Millers Assn. (H. D. Driscoll), 
15; Amarillo, Texas (S. J. Cole), 15; Little Rock-Helena (M. W. 
Martin), 30; Shreveport (W. J. Cornell), 15; Southern Kansas 
Millers (Glenn Moffitt), 40; St. Joseph-Kansas City Feed Mfrs. 
(W. H. Fitzpatrick), 50; Atchison (F. P. Willette), 30; J. G. 
Mann (Seed Interests), 30; Grand Forks, N. D. (H. A. Bronson 
and T. H. Durant), 60; Fargo Farm Organizations (N. E. Wil- 
liams), 30; Central Nebraska Grain Dealers (J. A. Little), 30; 
Sheridan, Wyo., Mills (Dan L. Kelley), 25; Aberdeen, S. D. 
(A. S. Boden), 15; C. A. Lahey (Quaker Oats), 20; Omaha Flour 
Mills (Chauncey Abbott), 15; Southwestern Millers’ League 
(E. H. Hogueland), 60; S. W. Missouri Millers et al. (B. L. 
Glover), 25; Portland, Ore. (Wm. C. McCulloch), 60; Longview, 
Wash. (C. H. Paul), 20; Astoria, Ore. (G. C. Fulton), 25; Tacoma, 
Wash. (R. D. Lytle), 45; Montana Flour Mills (R. S. Orr), 20; 
Taylor Milling Co. (F. W. Turcotte), 40; Sperry Flour Co. (E. B. 
Smith), 30; California Millers (R. P. McCarthy), 30; Albers 
Milling Co. (C. S. Connolly), 30; Galveston, Texas (E. H. Thorn- 
ton), 30; Houston, Texas (James J. Shaw), 30; New Orleans, La. 
(N. Belnap), 60; New York Produce Exchange (Charles Austin), 
15; Baltimore C. of C. (J. W. Carmalt), 30; Boston C. of C. 
(Frank S. Davis), 10; Philadelphia port interests (Wm. A. Glas- 
gow and R. G. Curry), 30; New York Central R. R. (D. P. Con- 
nell), 25; Great Lakes Transit Corporation (F. Sullivan), 10; 
Security Holders’ Committee (E. S. Ballard and Grenville Clark), 
60; carriers other than New York Central and Great Lakes 
Transit Corporation, 960. 


Contends Increases Would Result 


Mr. Benton, appearing for the state commissions generally, 
asserted that the Mackley and Hall report would increase rates 
in the principal grain growing states where grain moved in 
great volume and reduce the rates in states where little grain 
moved. The examiners, he said, had done their work in a man- 
her to be praised in some respects but that the purpose of the 
argument was to bring to the attention of the Commission those 
parts of the report needing criticism, leaving no time for those 
Darts for which the examiners should be praised. 

As a whole, Mr. Benton said, the condition of the western 
railroads was good and that some of them were affluent. Their 
Properties, he asserted, were in the pink of condition and their 
stocks and bonds were never before selling so high. There was 
no legal impediment, he asserted, to requiring reductions in the 
tates on grain and grain products. The Commission, at various 
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times, he declared, had required rates to be reduced when the 
railroads were earning less than now. 

The proposed report, Mr. Benton said, would result in an 
increase in North Dakota alone, of nearly $4,000,000 per annum; 
from one to two millions in Iowa; in Kansas more than $2,000,- 
000; in Minnesota, approximately $2,500,000, and substantial in- 
creases in the other principal grain growing states. The depres- 
sion in grain prices, he asserted, made transportation service 
less to the farmer than when prices were high and that unless 
rates were reduced grain production could not continue in 
present volume. 

Condition of Agriculture 


Referring to the economic condition of the farmers, Mr. Ben- 
ton asserted that the report of Hall and Mackley itself showed 
that the gross agricultural income now was less than 80 per cent 
of what it was in 1920 and that the income from grain alone 
had fallen from 3,000 millions to 1,600 millions; that the value 
of farms was shrinking and that in some sections from one-sixth 
to one-third of the farmers had lost their farms from foreclosure, 
thus converting owners into tenants, a condition, he declared, 
that was nothing short of a national calamity. In five years, 
he claimed, more than 3,000,000 farmers had left farms and 
moved into the towns and cities. 

Mr. Benton took issue with the Commission’s construction of 
the Hoch-Smith resolution, under which the Commission has 
held that before reducing rates it had to investigate to find out 
whether a depression existed in agriculture. He contended that 
Congress had declared a depression and directed reductions for 
all products of agriculture, and that the Commission’s procedure 
under which it had spent three years in investigating to find a 
depression, the existence of which Congress and the Commis- 
sion already knew, defeated the plain purpose of Congress. That 
purpose he said was to give speedy relief to agriculture by 
quickly reducing rates on all farm products. He said it would 
be a calamity if Congress and the country should be forced to 
the belief that the Commission was not able to function to carry 
out the will of Congress when emergency rate making was 


necessary. 
Oklahoma’s Views 


Paul Walker, for the Oklahoma commission, supported the 
report of the examiners on their proposal to have the Commis- 
sion put grain rates throughout the western territory on the 
same level. The level proposed by the examiners, he held, 
would be too high. He stated his propositions to be that Okla- 
homa should have the same level as the rest of the southwest 
and that the southwest should have the same level as the 
remainder of the territory to the Canadian line. 

In support of his proposition that Oklahoma should have 
no higher rates than the rest of the southwest he cited popula- 
tion and traffic density figures to show that there was nothing 
in them to show that Oklahoma should be higher. As to the 
central west, he said conditions in Oklahoma were as good, if 
not better than those in western Kansas where he said a large 
volume of grain was originated. At no time, said he, did Okla- 
homa take the position that the rates in the neighboring states 
were too high. On the contrary, he said, the position of Okla- 
homa was and is, that they were too high. The Minnesota scale, 
he said, would be proper for use throughout the territory. Fig- 
ures taken from the cost studies made for the Commission by 
M. O. Lorenz, chief of the Commission’s bureau of statistics, 
he contended, showed that the Minnesota scale would be proper 
for application throughout the territory. 


Nebraska Position 


Nebraska, through H. LeMaster and U. G. Powell, advocated 
the making of rates in accordance with a mileage scale based on 
costs, limited so that they would not apply over routes more 
than 120 per cent long in comparison with the short route. 
Mr. LeMaster said that commercial conditions could not be 
used as a basis in the making of rates. Commissioner Aitchison 
said that the Hoch-Smith resolution required the Commission 
to take into consideation the condition of an industry in making 
rates on its products and suggested that that constituted a 
commercial condition. Mr. LeMaster expressed the view that 
the resolution did not have the effect of making lawful some- 
thing that theretofore had been unlawful, but he suggested 
that the Commission take judicial notice of the sad condition 
of agriculture and make a considerable reduction in rates. 

Mr. Powell explained the cost studies that had been made 
by him in Nebraska, in support of the proposition that there 
should be reductions in the rates on grain. 


Governor Reed Appears 


Governor Reed, of Kansas, adopted the entire argument 
made by Mr. Benton as to the duty of the Commission under 
the Hoch-Smith resolution and confined himself to a discussion 
of the facts as they affected Kansas and the entire west. 

“Certainly by no stretch of the imagination,” said he, “could 
the mandate of Congress expressed in the Hoch-Smith reso- 
lution be construed as authority to increase rates upon agri- 



























































































1324 


cultural products unless such rates could be found unreason- 
ably low, so low, in fact, that the railroads could not continue 
to operate thereunder. This applies with especial force to the 
rates on grain. Just now the deplorable condition of the wheat 
producer challenges the attention of the whole country. It 
is so serious that the President of the United States has taken 
the extraordinary action of requesting the railroads to make 
reductions and this week will see the export rates sub- 
stantially reduced for a short period, as a temporary emergency 
measure.” 

The governor estimated the increase on the grain from 
North Dakota at $4,872,000; Kansas $2,304,900, Iowa $1,996,543, 
and Minnesota $2,457,667, and for the western country between 
the Rocky Mountains and Chicago as the eastern and western 
boundaries, the Canadian line and the Red River as the north- 
ern and southern boundaries, between $10,000,000 and $12,000,000. 

It was unthinkable, said the governor, that the Commission 
would approve such a proposal. 

“Such a burden added to the difficulties under which the 
grain farmer is now laboring,” said he, “would bring disaster 
and desolation to entire sections of the grain growing states.” 

Railroads operating in Kansas, said the governor, were the 
most prosperous in all the western country and would never 
have the courage, in a separate proceeding involving Kansas 
rates alone, to ask for an increase. They would be laughed 
out of court, he said, if they did ask for an increase. The 
governor discussed traffic and transportation conditions to show 
the prosperous condition in which they were to contrast with 
the condition of the grain growers, contending that the Kansas 
lines were earning what the law intended them to have. In 
conclusion, he said that as a sound national policy, export rates 
on grain, especially wheat, had to be made with reference to 
the competition the American grower met in world markets 
and said that such rates should be fixed at the lowest possible 
level “within the flexible limits of discretion.” 


Nebraska Conditions 


General conditions in Nebraska were discussed by J. W. 
Shorthill for Nebraska farm organizations and rates in Wy- 
oming by W. O. Wilson for the Wyoming authorities. 

The question of whether there should be one scale or sev- 
eral scales in the western district was brought forward by 
Commissioner Meyer several times. Governor Reed did not 
answer the questions on that point, preferring to follow the 
line of argument he had laid down for himself. J. M. Lampert, 
for the Idaho commission, said he would go farther than Reed 
by declaring unequivocally for one scale based on cost, plus 
a fair return. He admitted that Idaho would receive greater 
benefit from the adoption of the scale recommended by the 
examiners than any other, because, he said, Idaho had the 
highest rate in the territory. 

J. H. Henderson, commerce counsel for the Iowa commis- 
sion, who was called back to service after he had retired, said 
he would be the last to start a war between the states on 
the question of one or several scales. Therefore, he said, he 
would leave that matter with the Commission, with a declara- 
tion that one scale was an impossibility. He said there was 
an improvement in the condition of the Iowa farmer, but that 
he had not recovered. 

Views of the states in the northern part of western trunk 
line territory and part of mountain-Pacific territory were pre- 
sented by Philip Porter for the Wisconsin commission; J. A. 
Little, Montana; J. T. Bonner, Minnesota; Stanley B. Houck, 
North Dakota; R. L. Dillman and D. L. Kelley, South Dakota, 
and J. F. Shaughnessy, chairman of the Nevada commission, 
who presented the views of that body on account of the in- 
ability of George W. Malone to be present. 

The northern men generally urged the Commission not to 
put aside the cost studies that had been made, on the theory 
that rates could not be made on costs. They insisted that the 
cost studies were helpful. Mr. Kelley also urged the Commis- 
sion to view with great care traffic density figures, not with a 
view to being guided by them but with a view to avoiding being 
misled by them. Heavy traffic density on main lines in Iowa, 
Kansas and other states, he said, were not guides warranting, 
in and of themselves, lower rates for the states showing such 
great densities. The heavy densities, he said, were the result 
of the concentration of traffic from other states and not evi- 
dence of the tonnage contributions made by the states having 
them. One scale, he said, was needed. 

Mr. Shaughnessy advocated 80 per cent of the so-called 
No. 12244 scale, with rates blanketed over wide groups when 
distances exceeded 500 miles. Mr. Kelley said South Dakota 
preferred the rate-break system if it could be assured of rea- 
sonable rates. 


RATES ON BEEF CRACKLINGS 
The fact that the article appearing in The Traffic World, 
May 25, page 1250, reporting the hearing held at Chicago May 
18, involving rates on inedible beef cracklings, recorded the 
statement of L. W. Heinmiller, of the Pennsylvania, that his 
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records disclosed that there were only 58 shipments of 4, 
commodity originated in C. F. A. territory in the.six months 
prior to April 1, is objected to by J. H. Kirk, of Darling & 
Co., the title complainant in the case. He says the Statement 
was obviously incorrect, as, in his own testimony, he had shown 
a car by car record of 362 cars moving to Chicago from th 
whole of Official territory in a year, for which Central territory 
was responsible for about 40 per cent. He further objects thay 
as reported, “Mr. Heinmiller states that prior to October 1b. 
1928, cracklings had been included in the list of inedible’ pac. 
ing-house products, and that an exhibit he introduced showed 
that the rates on the other articles in the list ranged from 89 
to 213 per cent of those applicable to the cracklings.” Mr, Kirk 
holds that, on the face of it, this was an erroneous Statement 
“because if cracklings were in any list with any other com, 
modities, then the entire list would be subject to the same rate” 

The reporter who wrote the article thinks he accurately 
reported the testimony. 


HEARING IN 8. W. CASES 


Further hearing at Chicago, May 25, before Examiner Fuller 
in docket 13535, consolidated southwestern cases (class ang 
commodity rates for application between points in the upper 
peninsula of Michigan and Wisconsin, on the one hand, and 
southwestern territory, on the other), was principally devoteg 
to a defense of the existing rates by representatives of the 
southwestern carriers, and a statement of reasons why they 
did not find the proposals of the Wisconsin shippers, previously 
introduced, acceptable. (See Traffic World, May 11, page 1144) 

J. E. Johanson, tariff publishing agent, Southwestern Lines, 
said the carriers he represented could see no necessity for such 
a wholesale readjustment of the rates as proposed by the Wis. 
consin shippers. “We believe we have done a good job in work. 
ing out the adjustment in line with the suggestions of the 
Commission,” he said. “It is our confident belief the Commis. 
sion will find that the rates as now published between Wis. 
consin points and the southwest not out of harmony with those 
to other defined territories.” The Commission might find some 
reason for readjustment in the territory immediately north of 
Milwaukee, and adjacent thereto, he said, due to the com. 
promise adjustment as between Chicago-Milwaukee and the 
southwest that had taken effect since the other rates were set. 
Otherwise, he felt that no changes were necessary. 

“From our study of the proposals of the Wisconsin shippers 
it appears that they have failed to take into account the under. 
lying principles laid down by. the Commission in fixing the dif. 
ferentials provided from other points in the defined territory 
in appendices 14 and 15 (of the reports in the consolidated 
southwestern cases),” he said. In part, his contentions in that 
respect were as follows: 


1. The complicated alternative bases with the various maximum 
and minimum provisions are such as to defeat any program of sim- 
plicity of publication and application. 

2. The subdivision of Wisconsin points into 17 separate composite 
groups for rate making purposes represents a radical departure from 
the former arrangement where all points in the Fox River territory 
took a uniform rate. 

_ 3. An entirely new scheme has been devised departing from the 
differential basis provided under appendices 14 and 15 from other 
points, which of itself creates new disparities in rates at points in 
the southwestern groups. 

_ 4, Distance to the gateways was apparently given no considera- 
tion, the proposed rates being built up over Milwaukee and St. Paul 
based on the relative total distance to selected southwestern points. 

5. The proposed differences over Milwaukee appear to be based 
upon the difference in the distance over Milwaukee alone, giving 
little or no consideration to the fact that the rate from Milwaukee 
is not a point to point or distance rate, but a group rate, and being 
on the far edge of the group, represents a depressed rate, compared 
with the rate from the group as a whole. 


In addition, according to Mr. Johanson, the result of the 
shippers’ proposal was to make a lower level of rates generally 
than applied to other territories for equal distances, and to 
disturb the group relations in the southwest. He asked that 
the Commission give due consideration to the rates from Iowa 
and Minnesota, on the west, and from Ohio, Indiana, and the 
southern peninsyla of Michigan, on the east, in fixing the ad- 
justment from the territory in question. 

The case goes to the Commission on the basis of the ship 
pers’ proposals, presented at the hearing May 8, and the critt 
cisms and suggestions of the southwestern lines outlined by 
Mr. Johanson, and others. 


ROUTING OF GRAIN 


At the hearing in Chicago, May 27, in I. and S. 3291, re 
striction in routing grain and grain products from points 02 
the C. C. C. & St. L. to Cincinnati, O., and Louisville, Ky. 
L. P. Day, speaking for the carriers, said that, since publication 
of the suspended tariff, it had been found that rates from 
other points named in agency tariffs were so closely bound 
up with the proposed rates that it would be impossible to justify 
the latter. He said sixth section application would be filed 
peice 9 the Commission for permission to withdraw the suspended 
tariff. 
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LIVESTOCK RATE HEARING 


The Trafic World New York Bureau 


Testimony given by W. A. Mayfield, statistician employed 

swift and Company, Chicago, before the Commission in 
1925 and 1926, on which the Commission partly relied in re- 
qucing the New York-Chicago key rate on livestock from 56.5 
gents to 50 cents a hundred pounds, was assailed by John J. 
pikin, comptroller of the Baltimore and Ohio, at the resump- 
tion of the hearing before Examiners Chester E. Stiles and 

g, Parker. The hearings were held on an application to 
nave the higher rate restored on southern and eastern lines in 
the area bounded by the Potomac and Ohio rivers in the south 
and the Mississippi in the west. ; 
Mr. Elkin singled out for attack Mayfield’s failure to take 
into account empty car movements. He called attention to the 
fact that, on the Baltimore and Ohio, the average gross income 
on a 100 pounds of freight was only 16.2 cents. He said the 
oly commodities that showed a lower gross income were corn- 
meal, baled cotton, wood furniture, fertilizer and fresh fruits. 
The commodities from which the largest income was received 
yere from iron ore, aluminum, ice and furnace slag. For these 
the income ranged from 60 cents to $1.09 per 100 pounds. 

The minority report issued by Commissioner Thomas F. 
Woodlock, following the 1925-1926 hearings, was introduced in 
evidence. It supports Mr. Elkin’s contentions. 


B. & O. CONTROL OF W. M. 


The Trafic World Washington Bureau 


The Baltimore & Ohio has not exercised any control over 
ihe Western Maryland as the result of its purchase of about 
42 per cent of the stock of the latter road, according to testi- 
mony given by Daniel Willard, president of the Baltimore & 
Ohio, before C. V. Burnside, assistant director of the Com- 
mission’s bureau of finance, when hearings in the Clayton act 
proceeding against the Baltimore & Ohio were resumed May 27. 

Asked by Mr. Burnside as to whether the Baltimore & Ohio 
could control the Western Maryland through the ownership of 
the stock purchased, Mr. Willard replied that he did not know 
anything about that, as the Baltimore & Ohio had not attempted 
to exercise control. He said it had not asked for a director 
on the board of the Western Maryland. 

In the course of his examination Mr. Willard was asked 
if he had not testified at the Commission’s hearings on the 
tentative consolidation plan that the Baltimore & Ohio and the 
Western Maryland were competitive. He said he had made a 
statement to that effect and that he was not denying now that 
the Western Maryland was competitive with the Baltimore & 
Ohio to a certain extent, but that there was not enough such 
competition to hurt the Baltimore & Ohio. He said that, from 
an economic standpoint, the Western Maryland should be op- 
erated by the Baltimore & Ohio. The stock of the Western 
Maryland was acquired by the Baltimore & Ohio, according to 
Mr. Willard, in furtherance of the four-party plan for the group- 
ing of the railroads in the east, and also because of considera- 
tions having to do with coordinated operation of the two lines. 
He said the Baltimore & Ohio, in connection with its unification 
Plans, had always intended asking for approval of the Com- 
mission of the acquisition of the Western Maryland stock. 
He made a point of the fact that there had been no secret 
about the Baltimore & Ohio’s acquisition of the Western Mary- 
land stock. He said the stock was not bought to restrain or 
lessen competition and that the Baltimore & Ohio had not 
regarded the Western Maryland as a menace to it. He pointed 
out a number of reasons why the Baltimore & Ohio believed 
the two roads should be part of the same system. 

Luther M. Walter, counsel for the Baltimore & Ohio, made 
a motion for dismissal of the Commission’s complaint against 
the road on the ground that the evidence failed to show any 
violation of law or that there had been any attempt to suppress 
competition. Mr. Burnside said the motion would be in the 
record for the consideration of the Commission. 

F. C. Baird, general manager of the Pittsburgh & West 
Virginia, testified as to competition between the Baltimore & 
Ohio and the Western Maryland and in support of the proposal 
for a new through line made up of the Western Maryland, 
Pittsburgh & West Virginia and the Wheeling & Lake Erie. 
The Pittsburgh & West Virginia has pending an application for 
authority to acquire control of the Western Maryland, as well 
a another application for authority to acquire control of the 
Wheeling & Lake Erie. 

0. S. Lewis, freight traffic manager of the Baltimore & 
Ohio, reviewed testimony of D. G. Gray, vice-president of the 
Western Maryland, as to the competitive traffic situation be- 
tween the two roads. 

As a foundation of his discussion of Mr. Gray’s testimony 
Mr. Lewis said that he adopted for his purpose the definition 
of competition which said that it was the striving of two or 
More for the same thing, possession of which could be enjoyed 
by only one. He added that competition was a matter of voli- 
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tion and that as to many cars which Mr. Gray had called com- 
petitive there were some which could not be taken by the 
Baltimore & Ohio because they had origin and destination on 
the Western Maryland and others for which the B. & O. did 
not choose to compete. In the last campaign, he said, there 
was no competition between President Coolidge and Hertert 
Hoover for the nomination because Mr. Coolidge did not choose 
to run. 

Mr. Gray gave some rebuttal testimony, after which the 
hearing was closed. Director Burnside allowed thirty days for 
the presentation of all briefs, although requests for more time 
were made. 


RATES ON SAND AND GRAVEL 


With only a few minor exceptions the “co-operative” effort 
of shipper and carrier representatives to reach an agreement 
as to rates on sand, gravel, and crushed stone to points in 
southern Illinois on and south of the line of the Pennsylvania 
from East St. Louis to Terre Haute was brought to a conclu- 
sion at the hearing and conference before Examiner Fuller 
May 27, 28, and 29. The issues involved are covered by a gen- 
eral investigation instituted by the Commission in docket 21939 
and two interstate cases joined with that, docket 21372, Ohio 
and Indiana Stone Company and others against the Big Four, 
and I. and S. 3093, sand gravel, and crushed stone from Indiana 
points to destinations in Illinois. In addition, the program 
includes disposition of three cases of the Illinois commission, 
dockets 17841, 17863, and 18480. 

At the opening of the hearing there appeared to be some 
danger that the work of the committee appointed to work out 
a compromise adjustment of the rates would be lost entirely, 
due to insistence on the part of some of those present that 
certain issues be handled in the usual formal manner. On the 
submission of the recommendations of the committee—an 
88-page rate check—for incorporation into the record, J. S. 
Burchmore, appearing for the Columbia Quarry Company, pro- 
tested that the proceeding was not being conducted in accord- 
ance with the Commission’s rules of practice. In support of 
his objection he outlined a series of things which he found 
objectionable in the “informality” in which the case had been 
handled, with particular emphasis on the fact that, if the rate 
check being offered represented a “compromise,” it was not, 
according to law, evidence. Moreover, he said, the document 
was not agreed to by all the parties “as shown on its face.” 

Additional objection to receipt of the document was offered 
by F. E. Webster, general freight. agent, C. & E. I., who asked 
that it be understood that “there is no stipulation in this rec- 
ord on behalf of the C. & B. I.” 

There was, temporarily, a total absence of anything ordi- 
narily conveyed by the term “co-operative.” 

Examiner Fuller took pains to explain that the length of 
the records being made in such proceedings as the Commission 
had before it Was becoming a great burden to it. He referred 
to the fact that at the last meeting of the National Industrial 
Traffic League a resolution was adopted commending the con- 
ference method of handling rate disputes. The Commission 
had designated the instant proceeding, he said, as one in which 
that method should be tried. The facts were complicated and 
the interests of the parties diverse, he continued, but a num- 
ber of strenuous sessions had been held in which, he believed, 
considerable progress had been made toward settlement. He 
asked for continued co-operation to the end that they might 
get in the facts, “on agreement,” to the extent that was 
possible. 

The last two days of the hearing were taken up with the 
submission, through witnesses, of prepared statements of facts 
and the receipt of formal testimony from Mr. Webster and 
others. The statements of facts had been requested by the 
Commission and covered the history of the rates from the indi- 
vidual producing points, plant capacity, transportation condi- 
tions surrounding the movements and other matters. 


The measure of the rates from northern Illinois producing 
points in Illinois, such as Thornton and Lehigh, the adjustment 
from the East St. Louis district, and from Anna and Chasco, 
Ill., were some of the features on which agreement could not 
be reached. Under the committee recommendations, generally 
speaking, rates from the northern points would be increased, 
while the ‘southern points would receive reductions. 

Henry Christianson, of the Burlington, particularly opposed 
the rates suggested for application from Greencastle, Ind. They 
would, he said, create unjust discrimination at points on his 
line against Illinois shippers and Illinois traffic. 

Although there were a good many contentions that were 
not susceptible of disposition on the conference basis, the 
opinion was expressed that the results of the attempt to dis- 
pose of the issues in that way were, in the main, favorable. It 
was pointed out that, at the conclusion of the hearing, the 
record consisted of only a few hundred pages, whereas, if the 
cases had gone to hearing in the usual manner, it probably 
would have amounted to as many thousands. 

It was understood that a petition was to be submitted to 
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the Illinois commission requesting that it continue to handle 
the cases before it co-operatively with the interstate commis- 
sion. Discussion of the matter developed that it was the unani- 
mous wish of the parties involved that that be done. 

At the suggestion of Mr. Burchmore, a committee of ship- 
pers was appointed, with N. E. Kelb, Ohio and Indiana Stone 
Company, as chairman, to meet in Chicago, June 18, to see if 
agreement could be reached with respect to the presentation 
of a statement, by years, of tonnage originated by the various 
plants, beginning with 1922. That committee was, as well, to 
decide as to the desirability of the submission of any addi- 
tional facts to the Commission. 


RATES ON CANNED GOODS 


The basis sought by the complainants in docket 21869, 
Evaporated Milk Association against the A. & R. and others, 
which involves the rates on canned goods within Southern 
Classification Territory and between that territory and Official 
Territory, is 27.5 per cent of first class, according to the testi- 
mony presented at the hearing, which began May 29, before 
Examiner W. H. Smith, at Chicago. The complaint attacks the 
existing rates as unreasonable. 

In addition to the request for rates 27.5 per cent of the 
first class rates, in connection with the present minimum 
weight a car of 36,000 pounds, rates on the basis of 22.5 per 
cent of first class, in connection with a minimum of 60,000 
pounds, were asked the first day of the hearing, but the fol- 
lowing day the request was withdrawn. 

Edward S. DePass, of the Evaporated Milk Association, in 
explaining the position of the complainant, said relief was 
sought under the Hoch-Smith resolution, as well as under sec- 
tion I, of the interstate commerce act. However, he said, it 
was not the intention of the interests he represented to plead 
depression of the industry. He explained that the milk canning 
industry began in the south with the establishment of a plant 
by the Borden Company, at Starkville, Miss., in 1924. Since 
that time, a large number of other plants had been established, 
with an investment value, at present, of in excess of five mil- 
lion dollars. The commodity was a product of agriculture, he 
said, and as such was entitled to consideration under the Hoch- 
Smith resolution. 

Exhibits introduced by D. M. Strathearn, Carnation Milk 
Products Company, compared the commodity rates in effect in 
Western and other territories with existing first class rates, 
as well as with commodity rates in effect in the south. The 
average relationship of the commodity rates from canning 
points in Western Territory to jobbing points in the same ter- 
ritory to the first class rates between the same points was 24.3 
per cent, according to his exhibits. A similar exhibit, com- 
paring the commodity rates from canning points in the west 
to points in the southwest, showed that the commodity rates 
averaged 25.1 per cent of the first class rates. 

According to the testimony of L. F. Orr, general traffic man- 
ager, Pet Milk Company, commodity rates established by the 
Commission in the south on various comparable articles, such 
as packing-house products and cereals, range from 20.3 per cent 
to 30.4 per cent of the first class rates established in the south- 
ern class rate case, docket 13494. In no instance, he said, had 
the Commission established a level of rates in the south more 
than 25 per cent higher than in Official territory. In the instant 
proceeding, he said, the carriers were proposing rates 53 per 
cent higher than applied in zone A territory of Central Freight 
Association territory. Canned goods, rated at 27.5 per cent of 
first class, would produce greater earnings than anything in the 
livestock list or in the grain list, according to him. He gave 
the average value of canned goods as 6.5 cents a pound and the 
average loading as 23 tons. 

B. M. Angell, of Stokely Brothers, large packers of canned 
fruits and vegetables, and other representatives of the general 
line of canned goods, presented testimony with reference to the 
traffic of their individual concerns in support of the request 
for rates on the basis of 27.5 per cent of first class. 


Representatives of the southern carriers proposed that rates 
on the basis of 35 per cent of first class should apply within 
the south; and as between Central territory and the south, they 
asked the application of the same level, namely, 35 per cent 
of the so-called K-2 scale prescribed in docket 13494. Under 
their proposal, rates from eastern Trunk Line territory to the 
sould should be related to the rates proposed from Central 
territory in the same manner as they were related by the 
Commission in its report in the southern class rate investiga- 
tion. 

It was pointed out by E. R. Gardner, assistant to traffic 
vice-president, Southern Railway, that their proposal contem- 
plated no higher level on the commodity, in glass, than applied 
in cans, although in the consolidated southwestern cases higher 
rates were applied to the former. The present rates for intra- 
territorial application were generally lower than those applic- 
able between the territories, he explained; but the proposed 
adjustment would have the effect of reducing the inter-terri- 
torial rates, placing them on the same general level as was 
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proposed for application within the south. In justification 

the proposals, an exhaustive comparison was made of the so 
and earnings that would result from adoption of the carriery 
proposal, with rates and earnings on a large number of = 
modities such as rails and railway track material, cement teld 
spar, potters’ clay, soda and soda products, newsprint, Sugar 
iron and steel articles, and other miscellaneous commodities 
It was the contention of the carrier witnesses that the level 
proposed would not result in canned goods paying more than 
its fair share of the transportation burden. The revenue com- 
parisons presented by Mr. Gardner were based on an averag 
loading of 40,000 pounds, and he gave 10.5 cents as a fair a 
age value a pound of canned goods. 


REVENUE FREIGHT LOADING 


Loading of revenue freight the week ended May 18 totaleq 
1,046,179 cars, according to the car service division of the 
American Railway Association. This was a decrease of 1,743 
cars under the preceding week this year, with live stock, coal 
coke, merchandise, less than carload freight and miscellaneous 
freight showing reductions, for the most part small, but grain 
and grain products, forest products and ore showing increases 
Compared with the corresponding week last year loading of 
revenue freight for the week was an increase of 42,89] Cars 


and an increase of 18,681 cars above the corresponding week 
in 1927. 
Revenue freight loading by districts the week ended May 


18 and for the corresponding period of 1928 was reported as 
follows: 


Eastern district: Grain and grain products, 7,593 and 7,030; live 
stock, 2,085 and 2,152; coal, 41,427 and 41,048; coke, 3,185 and 2,249; 
forest products, 4,183 and 4,801; ore, 7,273 and 3,391; mercandise, 
4. C, L., 73,672 and 72,274; miscellaneous, 110,133 and 105,444; total 
1929, 249,551; 1928, 238,389; 1927, 242,520. j 
_ Allegheny district: Grain and grain products, 2,764 and 2,995; 
live stock, 1,688 and 1,748; coal, 39,835 and 36,508; coke, 6,035 and 5,211; 
forest products, 3,310 and 3,221; ore, 14,370 and 9,399; merchandise, 
L. C. L., 56,357 and 55,539; miscellaneous, 96,419 and 90,569; total, 1929 
220,778; 1928, 205,190; 1927; 209,880. 

Pocahontas district: Grain and grain products, 190 and 199; live 
stock, 72 and 79; coal, 41,200 and 39,827; coke, 399 and 372; forest 
products, 1,817 and 1,745; ore, 165 and 127; merchandise, L. C. L, 
7,553 and 7,507; miscellaneous, 7,014 and 6,709; total, 1929, 58,410; 1998 
56,565; 1927, 60,960. 

Southern district: Grain and grain products, 3,655 and 3,561; 
live stock, 1,427 and 1,709; coal, 19,670 and 20,730; coke, 511 and 540; 
forest products, 21,821 and 21,139; ore, 1,266 and 1,200; merchandise, 
L. C. L., 39,883 and 40,888; miscellaneous, 54,197 and 57,005; total, 1929, 
142,430; 1928, 146,772; 1927, 153,491. 

Northwestern district: Grain and grain products, 8,963 and 10,142; 
live stock, 6,014 and 6,452; coal, 4,939 and 3,753; coke, 1,782 and 1,354; 
forest products, 18,648 and 17,542; ore, 44,142 and 34,128; merchandise, 
L. C. L., 33,294 and 33,955; miscellaneous, 43,694 and 42,645; total, 1929, 
161,476; 1928, 149,971; 1927, 156,970. 

Central Western district: Grain and grain products, 9,750 and 
9,252; live stock, 11,588 and 10,498; coal, 8,494 and 7,998; coke, 364 
and 317; forest products, 12,219 and 11,617; ore, 4,450 and 3,370; mer- 
chandise, L. C. L., 34,833 and 34,523; miscellaneous, 56,670 and 55,511; 
total, 1929, 138,368; 1928, 133,086; 1927, 133,021. 

Southwestern district: Grain and grain products, 4,610 and 5,185; 
live stock, 2,979 and 2,593; coal, 3,507 and 3,442; coke, 144 and 97; 
forest products, 7,839 and 8,250; ore, 547 and 389; merchandise, L, C. 
L., 16,586 and 16,763; miscellaneous, 38,954 and 36,596; total, 1929, 
75,166; 1928, 73,315; 1927, 70,656. , 

Total, all roads: Grain and grain products, 37,525 and 38,364; live 
stock, 25,853 and 25,231; coal, 159,072 and 153,306; coke, 12,420 and 
10,140; forest products 69,837 and 68,315 ore, 72,213 and 52,004; mer- 
chandise, L. C. L., 262,178 and 261,449; miscellaneous, 407,081 and 
394,479; total, 1929, 1,046,179; 1928, 1,003,288; 1927, 1,027,498. 


Loading of revenue freight in 1929 compared with the two 
previous years follows: 


1929 1928 1927 
Four weeks in January.......... 3,570,978 3,448,895 3,756,660 
Four weeks in February......... 3,767,758 3,590,742 3,801,918 
Five weeks in March............ ,807,944 4,752,559 4,982,547 
Four weeks in April...........¢. 3,983,978 3,740,307 3,875,589 
Week ended May 4..........00% 1,050,192 978,053 1,024,761 
Week ended May 11............. 1,047,922 1,002,411 1,029,424 
Week ended May 18............. 1,046,179 1,003,288 1,027,49 

| See eae eS 19,274,951 18,516,255 19,498,397 


UPPER MISSISSIPPI CHANNEL 


A survey to determine the cost of providing a dependable 
9-foot channel in the Mississippi River between the mouth of the 
Illinois River and Minneapolis is to be made by the War De 
partment. This decision follows the recent hearing before the 
board of engineers for rivers and harbors at which it was 
urged by Mississippi Valley interests that the channel be i 
creased from 6 to 9 feet in depth. (See Traffic World, April 
27, p. 1042.) 

“The board believes that a reliable estimate of cost of the 
proposed improvement is necessary in order to determine 
whether the savings that will accrue to the general public are 
sufficiently in excess of those that result from the present 6-foot 
channel, to warrant the extra cost of a 9-foot channel and, 
therefore, recommends that a survey be made to determine the 
cost of providing a dependable 9-foot channel between the mouth 
of the Illinois River and Minneapolis,” said a statement issued 
May 29 by the War Department. “Major General Edgar Jadwit, 
chief of engineers, has approved the recommendation of the 
board and the surveys will be undertaken without delay.” 
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Loss and Damage Decisions 


Cases Recently Decided by State and Federal Courts 


(Digests taken from Reporters and Digests of National Reporter 
System, published by West Publishing Co,, St. Paul, Minn. 
Copyright, 1928, by West Publishing Co.) 





CARRIAGE OF LIVE STOCK 


(Court of Appeals of Louisiana. Second Circuit.) Under 
the Carmack amendment to the interstate commerce act (49 
ysca sec. 20 (11, 12), imposing liability upon initial carrier for 
oods damaged or destroyed regardless of where loss occurred, 
other carriers en route are not primarily liable unless loss or 
damage occurred on their lines.—Hall vs. Houston E. & W. T. 
py, Co., 12 Sou Rep. 769. 

' Evidence in suit against connecting and terminal carriers to 
recover damages for injury to horses in transit, held insufficient 
io establish carelessness or negligence of carriers in the han- 
iling of the shipment.—lIbid. 

Evidence in suit against connecting and terminal carriers to 
recover damages for injury to carload of horses in transit, 
held insufficient to establish that animals were injured while in 
possession of defendants.—Ibid. 

Delivery of freight by terminal carrier in damaged condi- 
tin raises a presumption that damage occurred on delivering 
carrier's line in accordance with rule that freight received in 
good order by initial carrier is presumed to have been received 
in like good order by succeeding carrier.—Ibid. 

Evidence in suit against connecting and terminal carriers to 
recover damages for injury to carload of horses in transit held 
insufficient to establish that animals were in good condition 
when finally received by terminal carrier.—Ibid. 

Evidence in suit against connecting and terminal carriers to 
recover damages for injury to carload of horses in transit, held 
to establish that animals were delivered in same condition in 
which they were received by defendants.—lIbid. 

Stipulation of bill of lading relieving carrier from liability 
for overloading of live stock or injury by reason of crowding, 
escaping from cars, pens, or vessels, kicking or goring, or other- 
wise injuring themselves, unless caused by negligence of car- 
riers or its employes, held binding on consignees.—Ibid. 

In the absence of proof of negligence, a carrier is not liable 
for injury to or death of live stock in transit, under a bill of 
lading exempting it from liability therefor unless caused by its 
own negligence.—McHenry Horse Exchange vs. Ill. Cent. R. R. 
Co, 148 La. 49, 86 So. 649; Simms & Sons vs. N. O. & N. E. R. 
R.Co., 122 La 268, 47 So. 602.—Ibid. 

(Supreme Court of Alabama.) Complaint, in action for in- 
juy to and death of mules during shipment, through carrier’s 
negligence or misconduct, held not demurrable on ground that 
itdoes not appear how such alleged negligence caused damages 
complained of.—Louisville & N. R. Co. vs. Benton Mercantile 
Co, 121 So. Rep. 716. 

Complaint, in action for injuries and death to shipment of 
mules alleged to have resulted as proximate consequence of 
“negligence or misconduct” of carrier or its agents, held not 
demurrable on ground that allegation of negligence or miscon- 
duct stated a conclusion, since negligence may be charged in 
general terms, and the quo modo need not be set out.—Ibid. 

Complaint, in action for damages for injury and death to 
shipment of mules, alleged to have resulted from negligence and 
misconduct of carrier or its servants or agents, held to suf- 
ficiently show that such servants or agents were acting within 
the scope of their duty or employment.—Ibid. 

That complaint, in action for injuries and death to shipment 
of mules, alleged that it was result of “negligence or miscon- 
duct” of carrier, did not render complaint bad as stating cause 
of action in the same court for case and assumpsit.—Ibid. 

In action for damages for injuries to and death of mules 

during shipment, evidence showing that mules were kept in car 
from one to two hours after reaching destination, and that there 
Was continuous and very rough switching going on, wherein 
certain cars were suddenly jammed against stock car, held suf- 
ficient to take case to jury, authorizing refusal of general charge 
requested by defendant.—lIbid. 
_ The Supreme Court will take judicial notice that the Louis- 
Vile & Nashville Railroad Company is a common carrier, and 
hence trial court did not err in refusing general charge as for 
failure to prove such fact.—Ibid. 

In action for injuries to shipment of mules, refusal to ex- 
clude witness’ statement that train “ran awfully hard” was not 
reversible error, even though conclusion, where witness subse- 
quently gave details as to how switching was made and showed 
What he meant by such expression.—Ibid. 

Though question to veterinarian as to what caused condition 
of mules injured during shipment was or was not proper, no 
injury resulted, where witness answered that he could not say 
What cause was.—Ibid. 


THE TRAFFIC WORLD 





1327 


In action for injuries to mules during transportation, error, 
if any, in permitting introduction of bill of lading, was without 
injury, where suit was not based on bill of lading for failure to 
deliver or delay in delivery, but for negligent treatment of 
stock before delivery.—Ibid. 

In action for injuries to, and death of, mules during ship- 
ment, defendant’s requested instruction that, if only switching 
of car was what was reasonably necessary in making delivery, 
verdict should be for defendant, held properly refused, since it 
pretermits manner in which plaintiff’s evidence showed that 
switching was done, which was that it was rough, and that stops 
and jerks were sudden and unusual.—Ibid. 

In action for injuries to, and death of, mules during ship- 
ment, defendant’s requested instruction that jury “must be satis- 
fied” from all the evidence that injuries complained of were 
caused by defendant’s negligence, held properly refused, as it 
was only necessary that jury be reasonably satisfied.—Ibid. 

(Kansas City Court of Appeals. Missouri.) In action against 
railroad to recover damages to shipment of hogs becoming sick 
and dying from pneumonia, alleged to have been contracted by 
exposure during shipment, court cannot take judicial notice that 
minimum temperature of 41 degrees on single day is injurious 
to carload of 168 hogs in transit——Vaughn vs. St. Louis-San Fran- 
cisco Ry. Co., 15 S. W. Rep. (2d) 901. 

Fact that jury might conclude that exposure by reason of 
weather and long distance had something to do with diseased 
condition of hogs would not necessarily exonerate railroad, if 
— of railroad combined with exposure to cause injury. 
—Ibid. 

In action against railroad to recover damages to shipment 
of hogs, evidence that hogs were delivered to initial carrier in 
good condition and were received from terminal carrier in weak- 
ened condition, many of them being dead from pneumonia, 
together with evidence that hogs were underfed, that bedding 
was wet, and that railroad did not comply with 45 USCA sec- 
tions 71-76, providing that stock shall not be confined in cars 
more than 28 consecutive hours without being unloaded into 
properly equipped pens for rest, water and feed, was sufficient 
to show negligence by railroad.—Ibid. 

In action against railroad to recover damages for injury to 
hogs during shipment, railroad had burden of showing that it 
came within 45 USCA sec. 73, permitting animals to be carried 
in cars longer than time specified without unloading, where they 
have proper food, water and opportunity to rest.—lIbid. 

In action against railroad to recover damages to shipment 
of hogs, evidence that shipper provided feed and water for hogs 
and placed water trough in car, but that feed placed in car by 
shipper was only sufficient for one day, did not show that ship- 
per indicated that shipment was not required to be unloaded 
under 45 USCA sections 71-76, prohibiting stock being confined 
in car more than 28 hours without being unloaded.—Ibid. 

In action against railroad to recover for damages to ship- 
ment of hogs, where jury could have found that confinement of 
hogs for more than 28 hours in cars without unloading, in viola- 
tion of 45 USCA sections 71-76, contributed to their becoming in 
weakened condition resulting in pneumonia, demurrer to evi- 
dence by initial carrier was properly overruled.—Ibid. 

In action against initial carrier and terminal carrier for 
damages to shipment of hogs becoming sick and dying from 
pneumonia alleged to have been contracted during shipment, 
evidence that negligence of initial carrier was continued by ter- 
minal carrier, failing to properly feed hogs or provide proper 
bedding and required to take notice of length of time that ani- 
mals were confined by initial carrier, under 45 USCA sections 
71-76, showed negligence of terminal carrier combined with neg- 
ligence of initial carrier to cause damages sufiicient to make 
both carriers jointly liable.—Ibid. 

In action against railroad to recover damages for injury to 
shipment of hogs, special agreement between shipper and agent 
of initial carrier to transport hogs so that they would arrive at 
certain time could not be relied upon to show failure to trans- 
port within reasonable time, since agreement gave undue privi- 
lege to shipper, working discrimination among shippers.—Ibid. 

Railroad transporting shipment of hogs held only under 
duty to transport shipment with reasonable dispatch and due 
diligence.—Ibid. 

In action against railroad to recover damages to shipment of 
hogs becoming diseased during shipment, instruction submitting 
issue of failure to transport hogs within reasonable time was 
error, Where there was no evidence of failure to transport within 
reasonable time.—lIbid. 

Where shipment of live stock was not accompanied by care- 
taker, it is sufficient to show that shipment was delivered to 
carrier in good condition and was received at destination in bad 
condition, and burden is then on carrier to show that loss or 
injury was not result of its negligence, unless shipper assumes 
burden of proving negligence by alleging negligence instead of 
relying upon insurer theory.—Ibid. 

Where recovery is sought for sickness of live stock in tran- 
sit and death caused from sickness, burden is on shipper to 
prove carriers negligence, since sickness may be due to diseased 
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condition existing before delivery or to climatic conditions over 
which carrier has no control, and for which he would not be 
responsible.—Ibid. 

In action against carriers to recover damages for injury to 
shipment of hogs resulting from their becoming sick and dying 
from pneumonia, in which shipper sued on theory that carriers 
were insurers and did not allege any specific act of negligence, 
instruction placing burden of showing lack of negligence on car- 
riers was error.—Ibid. 

In action against initial and terminal carrier to recover 
damages for injury to shipment of hogs becoming sick during 
transit, requested instructions that, if hogs died because weather 
conditions were such that they became sick from exposure, car- 
rier would not be liable, held properly refused, since, if weather 
conditions combined with carrier’s negligence to cause loss, 
carrier was not liable.—Ibid. 

At common law there is duty upon carrier to feed, water 
and rest live stock in transit as far as is reasonably necessary 
for keeping them in good condition, and, in absence of request 
by consignor, request that this be done will be assumed.—Ibid. 

In action against initial and terminal carriers to recover 
damages to intrastate shipment of hogs, evidence that hogs were 
delivered in good condition and were received in diseased con- 
dition, that many of hogs died from pneumonia during transit, 
that carriers failed to properly feed hogs and provide proper 
bedding, and that initial carrier was negligent in delaying ship- 
ment by sending shipment over branch line instead of over 
through line, showed negligence making initial carrier liable for 
injury.—Ibid. 

In action against initial and terminal carriers for injury to 
shipment of hogs by pneumonia alleged to have been contracted 
during shipment, evidence showing shipment was not in good 
condition when delivered to terminal carrier, but that hogs were 
sick' and in dying condition when delivery occurred, and absence 
of testimony tending to show that terminal carrier was at fault, 
showed terminal carrier was not jointly liable for injury.—lIbid. 

(Kansas City Court of Appeals. Missouri.) In action for 
damages for negligent delay in transportation and delivery of 
cattle, burden was on plaintiff to show that delay was negligent, 
but it was necessary that only sufficient circumstances be shown 
to raise slight inference of negligence on part of carrier.— 
Smothers vs. Chicago, R. I. & P. Ry. Co., 15 S. W. Rep. (2d) 
884. 

Showing of mere delay in transporting shipment, without 
explanation, does not give rise to presumption of negligence, but 
some cause of delay must be shown by shipper unexplained by 
carrier.—Ibid. 

Where repeated delays occur on route in transportation of 
shipment, a presumption of negligence arises unless they are 
explained by carrier.—lIbid. 

If carrier makes effort to explain repeated delays occurring 
en route in transportation of shipment and explanation fails, car- 
rier is liable for damages resulting from delay.—Ibid. 


In action for damages for negligence delay in transportation 
and delivery of cattle, question whether carrier sufficiently ex- 
plained delay held for jury.—Ibid. 

In action for damages for negligent delay in transporting 
and delivering cattle, instruction to effect that if carrier did not 
transport cattle in reasonable time and in time ordinarily re- 
quired to transport cattle from point of shipment to point of 
destination jury could infer from such evidence that delay was 
caused by carrier’s negligence, unless carrier had shown that 
delay was not due to its negligence, held erroneous, where ship- 
ment was interstate.—Ibid. 


In action for damages for negligent delay in transportation 
and delivery of interstate shipments of cattle, erroneous instruc- 
tion that jury could infer from evidence that cattle were not 
transported in time ordinarily required, that delay was due to 
carrier’s negligence unless carrier showed otherwise, held not 
cured by other instructions given.—Ibid. 


In action for damages for delay in transportation and deliv- 
ery of cattle, instruction submitting an item of recovery of 
$120.80 for decline in market price of cattle held not warranted, 
where there was evidence showing decline in market, but there 
was no evidence as to extent of decline.—Ibid. 


Error in submitting an item of recovery not warranted by 
evidence could not be cured by a remittitur, where judgment 
must be reversed and cause remanded because of erroneous 
instruction.—Ibid. 

Where everything contained in refused instructions that 
‘was proper was covered by instructions given, refusal of instruc- 
tions was not error.—Ibid. 

(Court of Civil Appeals of Texas. Waco.) Under Rev. St. 
1925, arts. 2185-2187, 2193, written charge of the court, ma- 
terially changed after haviing been presented to counsel for 
objections and after having been read to jury, even though such 
change is accidental, held prejudicial error—Texas & P. Ry. Co. 
vs. Bryan, 15 S. W. Rep. (2d) 1098. 

An instruction that jury will not take into consideration any 
evidence as to death of cattle involved in shipment in question, 
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excepting only those whose death is found from evidence yw 

proximately caused by injuries, if any, received while being 
shipped to destination, held erroneous as assuming that death 
of some cattle was proximately caused by injuries in Course of 
shipment resulting from negligent handling by defendant.—Ipig 

In action for damages to shipment of cattle, submitting cay. 
rier’s negligence in general terms was erroneous, specific 
grounds of negligence, unusual and unnecessary delays ang 
rough handling alleged, being properly subjects for separate sub- 
mission.—Ibid. 

Failure of shipper to minimize his damages from Carrier’s 
negligence in handling cattle, while it precludes recovery for 
damages so enhanced, is not contributory negligence precluding 
for damages suffered in shipment.—Ibid. 


DELAY IN TRANSPORTATION OR DELIVERY 


(Supreme Court of Alabama.) Any error in admission of 
evidence, or charge of court relating to amount of damages, in 
action for damages for delay in shipment, was without prejudice 
to plaintiff, where jury returned verdict for carrier, since such 
verdict could only be attributed to finding that there wag no 
undue delay.—H. J. Crenshaw & Co. vs. Seaboard Air Line Ry 
Co., 121 So. Rep. 736. 

A general exception to the oral charge, without quoting spe- 
cifically, language of charge as subject of exception, is inguf. 
ficient.—Ibid. 

Under Code 1923, sec. 9509, trial court cannot be put in 
error for failure to comply with oral request to charge jury on 
any proposition involved.—Ibid. 

Plaintiff suing for damages for delay in shipment has bur. 
den, as rule, of showing that there was unreasonable delay in 
shipment.—Ibid. 

Burden on plaintiff suing for damages for delay in shipment 
to show unreasonable delay is prima facie met, unless state of 
pleadings changes rule, if it is shown that goods were injured 
during transportation, whereupon burden is cast or carrier to 
show want of liability on account of negligent delay or for any 
other fault.—Ibid. 

In action for damages for delay in shipment, there being no 
showing of injury to goods during transportation, burden of 
proving unreasonable delay remained upon plaintiff.—lIbid. 
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Miscellaneous Decisions 
Traffic Cases Recently Decided by State and Federal Courts 


(Digests taken from Reporters and Digests of National Reporter 
System, published by West Publistring Co., St. Paul, Minn. 
Copyright, 1928, by West Publishing Co.) 


REGULATION OF COMMON CARRIERS 


(District Court, N. D. Georgia.) Order of Interstate Com- 
merce Commission, clarifying previous order prescribing intra- 
state freight rate on logs, to remove unjust discrimination 
against interstate commerce, though made without further hear- 
ing or evidence, is effective from its date, at lease.—State of 
Florida vs. United States et al., Brooks-Scanlon Corporation et 
al. vs. Same; Wilson Lumber Co. of Florida vs. Same, 31 Fed 
Rep. (2d) 580. 

Where complaint before Interstate Commerce Commission 
against intrastate freight rate of particular railroad on logs at- 
tacked rate in its entirety, as unjustly discriminating against 
interstate commerce, and as applied to all points in Florida, 
there being no territorial limitation in complaint, nor was such 
limitation put on inquiry by any subsequent amendment, or by 
any order of the Commission, held, that Commission had al- 
thority, under interstate commerce act, sec. 13 (4), as added 
by transportation act 1920, sec. 416, 49 USCA sec. 13 (4), to pre- 
scribe intrastate rate of such railroad within the entire state of 
Florida.—Ibid. 

Order of Interstate Commerce Commission under interstate 
commerce act, sec. 13 (4), as added by transportation act 1920, 
sec. 416, 49 USCA sec. 13 (4), prescribing intrastate freight rate 
on logs, to remove undue discrimination against interstate com 
merce, held not without evidence to sustain it.—Ibid. 

Order of Interstate Commerce Commission under interstate 
commerce act, sec. 13 (4), as added by transportation act 1920, 
sec. 416, 49 USCA sec. 13 (4), prescribing intrastate freight rate 
on logs, to remove undue discrimination against interstate com 
merce, held to have been entered only after full hearing, in vieW 
of fact that parties to establishment of rate presented pertinent 
facts, and all others had full opportunity to do so, and there is 
no claim that any other important evidence than that introduced 
could or would have been offered on another hearing.—Ibid. 

(Court of Appeals of District of Columbia.) The refusal of 
the Federal Radio Commission to renew license of radio broad- 
casting station, except as modified with respect to time of oper 
ation, amounted to a “refusal” of a renewal, within act Feb. 23, 
1927 (47 USCA sec. 81 et seq.), giving applicant for renewal of 
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existing station license, whose application is refused by the 
licensing authority, a right of appeal to Court of Appeals of the 
District of Columbia.—General Electric Co. vs. Federal Radio 
Commission ; People of State of New York vs. Federal Radio 
(Commission, 31 Fed Rep. (2d) 630. 

Under the commerce clause of the Constitution (article 1, 
sec. 8, cl. 3), Congress has power to provide for the reasonable 
regulation of the use and operation of radio stations in the 
United States, and to establish agencies, such as the Federal 
Radio Commission, to give effect to that authority.—Ibid. 

Refusal of Federal Radio Commission to renew license of 
radio broadcasting station, except as modified with respect to 
time of operation, should be sustained on appeal, under radio 
act 1927, sec. 16 (47 USCA sec. 96), if time limitation imposed 
is reasonable, and such as to serve public convenience, interest, 
or necessity, in view of fact that license issued to applicant ex- 
pressly made terms and conditions of act of 1927 a part thereof, 
as though specifically set out in full therein.—Ibid. 

Where applicant’s radio broadcasting station in New York 
represented a large investment of capital, adventured in part 
during pioneer stages of broadcasting and through its enterprise 
important and valuable apparatus was developed, which greatly 
advanced art of broadcasting, and within 100 miles of station 
population estimated to be over 2,000,000 persons largely de- 
pended on it for broadcasting service, refusal of Federal Radio 
Commission to renew its license without limitation as to time 
of operation, and requiring New York station not to operate 
after sunset at applicant’s California station, was not reasonable 
nor justified by public convenience, interest, and necessity, 
within radio act 1927, sec. 9, as amended by act March 28, 1928, 
sec. 5 (47 USCA sec. 89).—Ibid. 


Shipping Decisions 


Cases Recently Decided by State and Federal Courts 


(Digests taken from Reporters and Digests of National Reporter 
System, published by West Publishing Co., St. Paul, Minn. 
Copyright, 1928, by West Publishing Co.) 





(Circuit Court of Appeals, Fifth Circuit.) Defense of laches 
under the admiralty practice, as in equity, is as a rule properly 
presented only by answer and not by exception.—United States 
vs. Alex. Dussel Iron Works, Inc., 31 Fed. Rep. (2d) 535. 


Laches consists of two elements, inexcusable delay in insti- 
tuting suit and prejudice resulting in defendant from such de- 
lay, and its existence depends on equities of the case and not 
merely on the lapse of time.—Ibid. 


Libel charging cause of action arose March 7, 1920, with 
demand made April 2, 1923, and filing of libel April 22, 1926, and 
setting out efforts to locate witnesses with inability to find any 
ny March 5, 1926, held not to show laches as matter of law.— 
Ibid. 


Exception of laches as to libel, not showing on its face 
laches as a matter of law, held erroneously sustained, since 
laches is an affirmative defense, and, unless appearing on face 
of pleadings, must be asserted by answer.—Ibid. 


United States, suing in its sovereign capacity to recover 
pecuniary loss alleged to have been negligently caused to prop- 
erty operated by it in governmental capacity, is immune from 
the defense of laches.—Ibid. 

United States cannot and does not own property in a private 
capacity, but only in governmental capacity.—Ibid. 

United States, suing to recover for injury to ship, while it 
was being operated in foreign commerce, was immune from de- 
fense of laches, whether in operating the ship it was exercising 
a War power or power to regulate or carry on foreign commerce 
or whether it was seeking to recover pecuniary loss suffered to 
Property, in its lawful ownership.—Ibid. 

United States, in so far as it was suing to recover damages 
for account of owners of cargo on ship being operated by it in 
foreign commerce, had no immunity from defense of laches 
which would apply in case owners had sued on their own be- 
half—Ibid. 

Denial of liability in answer to demand of United States for 
reimbursement of loss sustained by reason of injury to ship 
being operated in foreign commerce did not constitute an estop- 
pel to rely on defense of laches without showing that denial was 
untrue and made for the purpose of influencing delay in prose- 
cuting claim on reliance of its truth.—Ibid. 

(Circuit Court of Appeals, Second Circuit.) Under charter 
party for term of “about” stated period, charterer, in case voy- 
age terminated in port of delivery before end of stated term, 
May require vessel to make another reasonable voyage, though 
certain to overlap stated term.—Britain S. S. Co., Limited, vs. 
Munson S. S. Line, 31 Fed Rep. (2d) 530. 

Where time remaining under charter party for term of 
about” stated period is so short as to render another voyage 
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unreasonable, vessel may be surrendered by charterers or with- 
drawn by owner, thus creating an underlap.—Ibid. 

Where vessel was chartered for “about” two months to 
“about” three months, a redelivery before expiration of two 
months causing a greater underlap than probable overlap would 
have been in case of another reasonable voyage, redelivery was 
premature and ineffective.—Ibid. 

Where charterer is privileged to make a voyage which will 
result in an overlap, and actually makes it, he must pay hire at 
the charter rate until redelivery.—Ibid. 

Charterer, prematurely redelivering vessel under charter 
period for.a term of “about” two to about three consecutive cal- 
endar months, and thereafter executing new charter without 
prejudice to rights of either, was liable for damages in accord- 
ance with original charter rate only until expiration of two 
months from date of first charter, since the option which char- 
terer had of using vessel beyond such date cannot give the 
owner right to insist that charterer shall do so.—Ibid. 

Expenses of fumigation of vessel, required by quarantine 
officer after delivery of vessel to charterer, must be borne by 
the vessel, regardless of charterer’s undertaking to pay port 
charges and usual expenses, since such covenants are to be 
read with regard to owners obligation to make his vessel fit for 
service for which she is chartered.—Ibid. 


LAW IN COAL REPARATION 


The Supreme Court of Appeals of West Virginia, in No. 
6431, Kanawha Black Band Coal Co. et al. vs. Chesapeake & 
Ohio, has affirmed the judgment of the trial court, circuit court 
of Kanawha county, giving the Kanawha Black Band Coal Co. 
and the Glenn Coal Co. judgment for money covering awards 
of reparation, on account of unreasonable rates on coal, against 
the Kanawha Central and the Chesapeake & Ohio. The Com- 
mission gave the Kanawha company an award of reparation 
for $3,728 and the Glenn company an award of $5,773, on ship- 
ments of coal from points in the Kanawha district on the 
Kanawha Central via the Chesapeake & Ohio to various inter- 
state destinations. The reports of the Commission were made 
in 78 I. C. C. 429, and 98 I. C. C. 431. 

The rates charged were combinations based on Brounland, 
W. Va., the junction point between the Kanawha Central and 
the Chesapeake & Ohio. Suit was brought to enforce the 
awards of reparation. The trial court gave judgmeat against the 
two railroads. The Chesapeake & Ohio took an appeal to the 
highest court. The Commission held that the combinations: 
were unreasonable to the extent they exceeded the Kanawha. 
district rates. The Chesapeake & Ohio contended, among other: 
things, that it could not know that a rate was excessive unless: 
or until the Commission passed on the subject. 

Judge Baldwin, who wrote the opinion of the court, said! 
that the answer to that point was that it should have been: 
evident to the Chesapeake & Ohio that the charge for service: 
beyond Brounland was excessive, it appearing that the Kanawha 
district rate applied not only clear over to the Kentucky state: 
line but also to mines on the branches of its own lines, to mines; 
on independent short line connections, and that the distance: 
from the Kanawha Central mines was approximately 26 miles: 
less than the average from other mines in the group taking the: 
district rate. 

The judge said that the crux of the situation was that the 
total charge was excessive, the excessiveness being in part in 
the separate charge of the Kanawha Central and in part in 
the separate charge of the trunk line. They were joint tort- 
feasors, the judge said, and both were liable for the full dam- 
age caused. The liability of the Chesapeake & Ohio, he said, 
did not depend upon the act of the Kanawha Central in im- 
posing an excessive rate to Brounland, but upon its own act 
in being a party to the charging of the full district rate for 
only a part of the service, and thus participating in unreason- 
able and unlawful exactions. He said the case was much more 
like Nelson Fuel Co. et al. vs. C. & O., 140 I. C. C. 167, than 
any of the cases cited for the court’s consideration by the 
appealing railroad. 


MOTOR TAX CASE 


The validity of an Iowa law providing for imposition against 
public motor carriers operating over regular routes or between 
fixed termini in Iowa of a ton-mile tax for the maintenance and 
repair of highways is in issue before the Supreme Court of 
the United States in No. 841, the Iowa Motor Vehicle Associa- 
tion et al. vs. Board of Railroad Commissioners of Iowa et al. 
The court has ruled that probable jurisdiction has been shown 
in the case. 

The case is on appeal from the Supreme Court of Iowa. 
The appellants challenge the legislative classification of motor 
vehicles for purposes of taxation on the ground that the classi- 
fication so provided is arbitrary, unreasonable and discrimi- 
natory, and therefore invalid under the provisions of the federal 
and state constitutions. The trial court sustained the state. 
law and this was upheld by the Supreme Court of Iowa. 
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U. S. Supreme Court Decisions 


CRAIL COAL CASE REVIEW 


The Supreme Court of the United States decided May 27 
it would review the decision of the Circuit Court of Appeals, 
eighth circuit, as to damages for the loss of coal in transit, 
involved in No. 874, Illinois Central Railroad Co., petitioner, vs. 
G. I. Crail, doing business as P. McCoy Fuel Co. A petition 
for a writ of certiorari to the lower court was granted. 

The suit was originally brought by Crail against the carrier 
in the federal court for the district of Minnesota to recover 
damages arising from the loss in transit of 5,500 pounds of coal 
from a car shipped from Royalton, IIl., to Minneapolis, Minn. 

The Illinois Central said in its petition that both parties 
agreed that the market value at destination was the measure 
of the damages, but that Crail insisted that the retail price 
governed, while the carrier contended that the market value 
of the coal in the car at destination was the market value to 
be applied. 

The result of the litigation in the lower courts was that 
judgment was given on the basis of retail value of the coal in 
Minneapolis. 

“The decision of this case by this court,’ said the Illinois 
Central in its petition for certiorari, “will settle the trouble- 
some, important, and constantly arising question as to what 
is the proper measure of damage in a case where part of a 
carload of coal is lost in transit. Without such decision it will 
not be settled. This has been an ever-present source of dispute 
and controversy between the carriers and the shippers since 
the decision by this court of the case of Chicago, Milwaukee & 
St. Paul Ry. Co. vs. McCaull-Dinsmore Co., 253 U. S. 97. To 
have the question settled by this court will be welcomed by 
all the carriers and all the shippers of the country. In fact, 
the carriers and shippers all over the country are awaiting the 
decision of this case by this court. Hundreds of cases have 
been held up and will not be disposed of until your honors 
pass on and decide this case.” 

The Illinois Central said that not only should the question 
involved be decided by the highest court, but “the decision of 
the Circuit Court of Appeals is wrong and should be reversed 
by this court.” 


CARGO INSURANCE CASE 


In an opinion by Justice Stone, in No. 506, Gulf Refining 
Co., petitioner, vs. Atlantic Mutual Insurance Co., the Supreme 
Court of the United States, May 27, affirmed the United States 
Court of Appeals, second circuit. 

The insurance company, according to the decision, issued 
a war risk insurance policy for $27,690 on a cargo of gasoline 
owned by petitioner’s predecessor in interest and valued in the 
policy at $212,000, on board the tanker “Gulflight,” bound from 
Port Arthur, Tex., to Rouen. On the voyage the tanker was 
torpedoed and put into a port of refuge where, in consequence 
of the injury to the ship, damages and expenses of a general 
average nature were incurred. 

A general average contribution of $49,088.04, the correctness 
of which was not questioned, was assessed against the cargo 
on the basis of the actual value of the cargo at destination, 
which was taken to be $417,178. Petitioner made claim on the 
policy for indemnity of $6,411.54, the proportion of the general 
average contribution which the amount of the policy bore to 
the agreed policy value of the cargo. The insurance company 
paid only $3,258.25, that portion of the indemnity claimed which 
the agreed policy value bore to sound value at the time of the 
contribution, or that portion of the general average contribution 
which the amount of insurance bore to sound value. 

Petitioner obtained judgment for the balance claimed in 
the federal court for southern New York. This was reversed 
by the Court of Appeals, second circuit. The Supreme Court 
granted certiorari because of a conflict of opinion between the 
Court of Appeals for the second circuit and the Court of Appeals 
for the ninth circuit. British & Foreign Marine Insurance Co. 
vs. Maldonado & Co., 182 Fed. 744, certiorari denied, 220 
U. S. 622. 

“The sole question presented here is whether,” said Justice 
Stone, “in adjusting a general average loss upon cargo insurance 
under a valued policy the insured is co-insurer to the extent 
that the sound value of the cargo at the time of contribution 
exceeds its agreed value or, stated in somewhat different form, 
whether the effect of a valued policy on cargo, in limiting the 
liability of the insurer, is the same in the case of a general 
average as of a particular average loss.” 

Justice Stone said the rule that the insured might recover 
in full for partial losses under hull insurance did not militate 
against the co-insurance rule as applied to cargo insurance, or 
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afford support for that which the Gulf Refining Company ¢op. 
tended. He said the fact that the co-insurance rule had beep 
applied to general average contributions in England and that 
such was conceded to be the rule by law or custom in France 
Germany, Holland and.Japan, was of weight in making a choice 
of two conflicting rules applicable to sea-borne commerce, 

“We conclude,” said he, “that the rule applied below is the 
more consonant with principle and the more consistent with 
other accepted doctrines of marine insurance, and that the 
judgment below should accordingly be affirmed.” 


PERSONAL INJURY DECISIONS 


The Supreme Court of the United States, May 27, in No, 
519, Western & Atlantic vs. Mary E. Henderson et al., a per. 
sonal injury case, reversed the Supreme Court of Georgia. 

In No. 133, Chesapeake & Ohio vs. Tobe Stapleton et al., a 
personal injury case, the Court of Appeals of Kentucky was 
reversed by the highest court. 

A petition for a writ of certiorari was granted in No. 863, 
New York Central vs. Antonia Ambrose, administratrix, to the 
Circuit Court of Hudson county, New York. 


Cc. F. A. FERTILIZER RATES 

The federal court for the northern district of Illinois, east- 
ern division, composed of Circuit Judge Anderson and District 
Judges Carpenter and Wilkerson, in No. 8582, Akron, Canton 
& Youngstown et al. vs. United States et al., has dismissed the 
bill of forty-four C. F. A. lines for an injunction forbidding the 
enforcement of the Commission’s order, establishing rates on 
fertilizer and fertilizer materials, entered in Ohio Farm Bureau 
Federation et al. vs. Ahnapee & Western et al., and two cases 
joined with it, 120 I. C. C. 361 and 146 I. C. C. 419. 

Injunction was prayed on the ground that the decision 
was contrary to the evidence and that there was no substantial 
evidence upon which the Commission could have acted. Anpn- 
other reason for asking for an injunction was that a motion 
for rehearing was disposed of by the division which had heard 
the case instead of by the whole Commission. 

The court, per curiam, said that an examination of the 
record showed that there was ample evidence upon which the 
Commission could have based its decision. It said that so long 
as the law permitted hearings to be held by a portion of the 
Commission it seemed to it that the motion for rehearing 
should be addressed to and considered by the same body that 
heard the original evidence in the proceedings. Consequently 
the court said it held the motion for rehearing was _ properly 
heard and disposed of. 





HAMPTON ROADS COAL DOCKAGE 


Justice Gordon, of the supreme court of the District of 
Columbia, has dismissed the bill in equity No. 49436, Southern 
Transportation Co. et al. vs. Interstate Commerce Commission, 
on the ground that the court has no jurisdiction to issue a 
mandatory injunction requiring the Commission to award rep- 
aration such as was prayed by the complainants in Southern 
Transportation Co. et al. vs. Norfolk & Western et al. 101 
I. C. C. 211 and 147 I. C. C. 29. The case will be taken to the 
court of appeals. 

This litigation grew out of the decision of the Commission 
that the complaining water lines were not damaged by the 
collection of dockage charges on bunker coal, placed aboard 
vessels at the Hampton Roads ports, although the charges 
were not published in tariffs of the railroads. The water 
lines claimed that the services rendered in connection with 
transportation were collected without tariff authority. The 
Commission, in substance, held that, as the charges were rea- 
sonable, the complainants had not been damaged and that 
therefore no reparation should be ordered. 

Attempts to bring the matter before the courts by injune- 
tion and mandamus had failed, hence this appeal to the general 
equity jurisdiction of the court for a mandatory injunction 
requiring the Commission to order reparation. Inasmuch as 
the order of the Commission merely dismisses the complaint, 
it is what is known as a negative order about which there is 
a general rule that courts are without power to review such 
orders of the Commission. 


CONDITION OF EQUIPMENT 
Class I railroads on May 1 had 142,543 freight cars in need 
of repair, or 6.5 per cent of tfe number on line, according to 
the car service division of the American Railway Association. 
This was an increase of 369 cars over the number reported 
on April 15, at which time there were 142,174 cars, or 6.4 per 
cent. 
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Security Owners’ Organization 


Provides Collective Method for Action by Owners of Railroad and Public Utility Securities— 
Maintenance and Improvement of Credit of Utilities Objective—Campaign 
of Education Carried On 


ORE than a decade ago owners of railroad securi- 

ties, under the leadership of the late S. Davies 
Warfield, organized the National Association of 
Owners of Railroad Securities that they might make them- 
selves heard as to the necessity for stabilization of railroad 
credit and the creation of conditions under which the rail- 
roads would be enabled to earn a fair return. 

Securities of railroads had been 
regarded by investors as next to 
government bonds in safety and sta- 
bility. Decline in the prices of 
railroad securities caused doubt to 
arise in -the minds of investors as 
to whether they should continue to 
put their money into such securities. 
To meet the situation that had thus 
developed, five hundred investors 
and representatives of investing in- 
stitutions met at Baltimore, Md., 
May 23, 1917, in answer to the in- 
vitation of Mr. Warfield. Out of 
this conference came the National 
Association of Owners of Railroad 
Securities. The association took out 
a charter under the laws of the 
state of Maryland and began the 
first concerted movement on the 
part of investors in rail securities 
to obtain a voice in the formulation 
of policies affecting their holdings. 

At that time railroads were 
seeking increased rates in the fifteen 
per cent rate case. The new associ- 
ation at once appointed a committee 
of four to appear before the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission for 
the purpose of emphasizing the 
need of additional revenues for the 
carriers to the end that their credit 
would be strengthened and the 
issuance and sale of securities to meet their requirements 
could be made. This committee was composed of one repre- 
sentative from each of the following groups: Life insur- 
ance companies, national banks, savings banks, and private 
Investors. 

The association had not been in existence long before 
the railroads were taken over by the government as a war 
measure and Congress passed the federal control act. The 
question of determination of fair compensation to the rail- 
roads for the use of their properties was presented. Recog- 
nizing that the credit structures would be endangered by 
any threat to the integrity of railroad securities, the asso- 
ciation, through a committee, discussed with officials of 
the Railroad Administration the terms of the contract that 
was to be drawn between the government and the railroads, 
and obtained inclusion in the contract in its final form of 
Provisions regarded as of great importance to security owners. 
__ From its inception the association supported the prin- 
ciple of a percentage return on a fair aggregate value of the 
tailroads by groups of roads. Its representatives partici- 
pated actively in the hearings on the proposed legislation that 
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finally was embodied in the transportation act of 1920. The 
reference is to section 15a, of the interstate commerce act, 
which embodies the principle the adoption of which was 
advocated by the association. 


Association Reorganized 


Milton W. Harrison, trustee of the Bowery Savings 
Bank of New York, who had been 
unusually active in the association’s 
affairs as vice-president, became 
president in 1926 when Mr. War- 
field resigned. Under Mr. Harri- 
son’s leadership the association has 
broadened the scope of its activi- 
ties. In 1927 a reorganization of 
the association was effected so as 
to include representation of inves- 
tors in public utilities in general. 
Its name was changed to the 
National Association of Owners of 
Railroad and Public Utility Securi- 
ties, Incorporated. 

After the reorganization had 
been effected, the association estab- 
lished in Washington its Bureau of 
Research, directed by Theodore P. 
Artaud, formerly of the Bureau of 
Valuation of the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission. On the staff 
of the research bureau are experi- 
enced engineers, statisticians, econ- 
omists, and lawyers. Through the 
Bureau of Research the association 
disseminates information relating to 
vital issues in the transportation 
and public utility fields. Particular 
attention is now being given to the 
possible effect of various proposed 
railroad consolidation plans on the 
interests of investors. The associa- 
tion advocates the use of waterways as supplemental to 
and not competitive with the railroads. It has repeatedly 
urged repeal of the Hoch-Smith resolution on the ground 
that this piece of legislation is not sound in principle. 

For administrative purposes of the association, the 
country is divided into five districts, in each of which there 
is a district vice-president of the association. Funds for 
the conduct of the work are raised from the membership. 
Among the purposes to which these funds are applied, as 
stated by President Harrison, are: 

(1) The providing of a method for collective action by owners of 
railroad and public utility securities for the purpose of maintaining 
and improving the credit of the corporations issuing them; 

(2) The protection of and assistance in stabilizing the value of 
securities issued by railroads and public utilities; 

(3) The organization, promotion and carrying out in the public 
interest of a campaign of education so that the public may be in- 
formed of the extent to which all citizens are interested in the wel- 
fare of public utilities and railroads and in the integrity of the securi- 
ties issued by such companies. 

The association works independently of railroad and 
utility managements and now represents more than eleven 
billion dollars in securities. 

The members of the executive committee of the-associa- 
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tion are: J. C. Ainsworth, president, United States National 
Bank, Portland, Ore.; M. F. Backus, president, National Bank 
of Commerce, Seattle, Wash.; Raymond Ball, treasurer, Uni- 
versity of Rochester, Rochester, N. Y.; S. H. Beach, president, 
Rome Savings Bank, Rome, N. Y.; P. A. Benson, secretary, 
Dime Savings Bank, Brooklyn, N. Y.; F. R. Bigelow, president, 
St. Paul Fire & Marine Insurance Company, St. Paul, Minn.; 
F. W. Blair, president, Union Trust Company, Detroit, Mich.; 
R. D. Brewer, treasurer, Provident Institution for Savings, 
Boston, Mass.; M. N. Buckner, chairman of board, New York 
Trust Company, New York, N. Y.; F. Highland Burns, president, 
Maryland Casualty Company, Baltimore, Md.; W. L. Crocker, 
president, John Hancock Mutual Life Insurance Company, Bos- 
ton, Mass.; W. A. Danforth, treasurer, Bangor Savings Bank, 
Bongor, Me.; J. H. Dexter, president, Society for Savings, 
Cleveland, O.; Fairman R. Dick, Roosevelt & Son, New York, 
N. Y.; Dwight D. Douglas, president, First National Bank, De- 
troit, Mich.; John S. Drum, president, American Trust Company, 
San Francisco, Calif.; Frederick H. Ecker, president, Metro- 
politan Life Insurance Company, New York, N. Y.; H. O. Edger- 
ton, president, Boston Mutual Life Insurance Company, Boston, 
Mass.; C. H. Ellis, vice-president, United Fruit Company, New 
Orleans, La.; Herbert Fleishhacker, president, Anglo & London 
Paris National Bank, San Francisco, Calif.; L. B. Gawtry, presi- 
dent, Bank for Savings, New York; H. P. Gifford, president, 
Salem 5c Savings Bank, Salem, Mass.; T. K. Glenn, president, 
Trust Company of Georgia, Atlanta, Ga.; M. W. Harrison, 
president; W. W. Head, president, State Bank of Chicago, Chi- 
cago, Ill.; I. H. Kempner, president, United States National 
Bank, Galveston, Tex.; Darwin P. Kingsley, president, New 
York Life Insurance Company, New York; V. A. Lersner, presi- 
dent, Bowery Savings Bank, New York; John G. Lonsdale, 
president, National Bank of Commerce, St. Louis, Mo.; James 


Lee Loomis, president, Connecticut Mutual Life Insurance 
Company, Hartford, Conn.; Austin McLanahan, president, 
Savings Bank of Baltimore, Baltimore, Md.; W. S. McLucas, 


president, Commerce Trust Company, Kansas City, Mo.; George 
MeNeir, chairman, Mohawk Mills, New York; J. H. Puelicher, 
president, Marshall &:Ilsley Bank, Milwaukee, Wis.; John H. 
Pulleyn, president, Emigrant Industrial Savings Bank, New 
York; A. C. Robinson, president, Peoples Savings & Trust 
Trust Company, Pittsburgh, Pa.; W. H. Sargeant, president, 
Massachusetts Mutual Life Insurance Company, Springfield, 
Mass; J. T. Scott, president, First National Bank, Houston, 
Tex.; Eugene M. Stevens, president, Continental Illinois Bank & 
Trust Company, Chicago, Ill.; John Stites, president, Louisville 
Trust Company, Louisville, Ky.; S. Fred Strong, treasurer, Con- 
necticut Savings Bank, New Haven, Conn.; J. B. Throckmorton, 
president, Provident Institution for Savings, Jersey City, N. J.; 
Melvin A. Traylor, president, First National Bank, Chicago, II1.; 
T. F. Wallace, president, Farmers & Mechanics Savings Bank, 
Minneapolis, Minn.; Wilson G. Wing, president, Providence 
Institution for Savings, Providence, R. I.; H. S. Woodward, 


president, First National Bank, Hobson, Mont.; E. K. Wood- 
worth, president, New Hampshire Savings Bank, Concord, 
N. H.; Moorhead Wright, president, Union Trust Company, 


Little Rock, Ark., and L. E. Zacher, vice-president, Travelers 
Insurance Company, Hartford, Conn. 


COMMISSION PRACTITIONERS 


Attorneys and other practitioners before the Commission 
made a temporary organization, looking to the formation of 
a bar association, at a meeting held immediately after the first 
day of argument in the Hoch-Smith grain case, May 27. C. C. 
McChord, who called the meeting, was made temporary chair- 
man, and Paul A. Walker, commerce attorney for the Oklahoma 
commission,- temporary secretary. 

Mr. McChord appointed a committee to consider a plan 
for the organization of the association, composed of John J. 
Esch, J. W. Carmalt and John E. Benton, Washington; R. J. 
Hagman, St. Paul, Minn.; S. H. Wettrick, Seattle; Elmer A. 
Smith, Chicago, and W. H. Chandler, New York. The com- 
mittee is expected to make some sort of a report within a few 
weeks, preferably before the end of the Hoch-Smith grain argu- 
ments. 

The Commission promulgated the first installment of the 
names of those admitted to practice before it on May 29. The 
nine first named are former commissioners. Their names are 
followed by that of George H. Muckley, of the staff of the 
Southern Pacific in Washington. Miss Antoinette D. Hechmer, 
one of the few of her sex practicing before the Commission, 
is also included in the first list, which follows: Joseph W. Fifer, 
Bloomington, Ill.; Edgar E. Clark, Washington, D. C.; Charles 
C. McChord, Washington, D. C.; Henry C. Hall, Washington, 
D. C.; Winthrop M. Daniels, New Haven, Conn.; Robert W. 
Woolley, New York, N. Y.;Mark W. Potter, New York, N. Y.; 
John J. Esch, Washington, D. C.; Frederick I. Cox, Washing- 
ton, D. C.; George H. Muckley, Washington, D. C.; Willard 
Carlson, Washington, D. C.; Alex M. Bull, Washington, D. C.; 
Charles H. Bates, Washington, D. C.; Dofi F:: Reed; Washing- 
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ton, D. C.; William S. Bronson, Washington, D. Cz 
Hatch, Springfield, 1ll.; Ralph H. Kimball, New York N. Y: 
William R. Shands, Richmond, Va.; Frank K. Nebeker Wash, 
ington, D. C.; Sydney N. MacInnis, Washington, D, Cc: John 
J. Hickey, Washington, D. C.; J. Raymond Hoover, Washing 
ton, D. C.; Gordon E. Youngman, New York, N. Y.; Henry : 
Friendly, New York, N. Y.; P. Otis Zwissler, New York, N.Y: 
Elmer E. Boyner, Washington, D. C.; Charles §S. Belsterling 
New York, N. Y.; Harry C. Perkins, Boston, Mass.; Henry ; 
Knight, Boston, Mass.; William R. Cook, Boston, Mass.; Allen 
S. Olmsted, 2nd, Philadelphia, Pa.; Antoinette D. Hechmer 
Washington, D. C.; Jesse H. Evans, Washington, D. C.; Mason 
Manghum, Richmond, Va.; Jos. C. Colquitt, Washington, D, ¢. 
George B. Greenough, New York, N. Y.; F. Carroll Taylor 
New York, N. Y.; Louis H. Porter, New York, N. Y.; Charles 
R. Purdy, Richmond, Va.; John Lawrence Aber, Pittsburgh 
Pa.; Frederick Manley Ives, Boston, Mass.; Harper A. Holt, 
New York, N. Y.; Clarence A. Miller, Washington, D, CG. Fred. 
erick E. Brown, Washington, D. C.; Arthur L. Winn, Wash- 
ington, D. C.; Richard H. Wilmer, Washington, D. C.; G. Hoy. 
land Chase, Washington, D. C.; Aldolph J. Radosta, Jr., chi. 
cago, Ill.; Frederic L. Ballard, Philadelphia, Pa.; Leonard C 
Reincke, Chicago, Ill.; Alex. Koplin, Washington, D. C.; Frank 
M. Swacker, New York, N. Y.; Maurice G. Roberts, St. Louis 
Mo.; Mac Asbill, Atlanta, Ga.; Robert D. O’Callaghan, New 
York, N. Y.; R. A. Zwemer, Chicago, Ill.; Andrew E. Bazan 
St. Louis, Mo.; Harry S. Elkins, Washington, D. C.; Royal T 
McKenna, Washington, D. C.; Henry J. Balzer, Washington, 
D. C.; James C. Argetsinger, Youngstown, O.; Leroy A. Map. 
chester, Youngstown, O.; Toll R. Ware, Chicago, IIL; J, 4, 
Alldredge, Montgomery, Ala.; H. E. Mangum, Washington, D. ¢.; 
Charles P. Stewart, Cincinnati, O.; Henry C. Keene, Wash. 
ington, D. C.; James Stillwell, Pittsburgh, Pa.; A. U. Tadlock, 
Jonesboro, Ark.; G. Kibby Munson, Washington, D. C.; Beecher 
W. Waltermire, Columbus, O.; Dewey F. Fagerburg, Chicago, 
Ill.; Harry I. Allen, Chicago, Ill.; William Beye, Chicago, IIl.: 
Guernsey Orcutt, Pittsburgh, Pa.; Theodore M. Bierdeman, St. 
Louis, Mo.; J. R. Van Slyke, St. Louis, Mo.; Abner J. McGehee, 
Jackson, Tenn.; Robert E. Powell, Lincoln, Neb.; William N, 
Strack, Chicago, Ill.; J. K. Moore, Oklahoma City, Okla.; Stan- 
ley B. Houck, Minneapolis, Minn.; Wilbur La Roe, Jr., Wash- 
ington, D. C.; James Garfield, Boston, Mass.; Alfred S. Knowlton, 
New York, N. Y.; Warren H. Wagner, Washington, D. C.; Paul 
A. Walker, Oklahoma City, Okla.; Edgar Watkins, Atlanta, Ga.; 
R. D. Rynder, Chicago, Ill.; Fred N. Oliver, Washington, D. C.; 
S. R. Barnett, New Orleans, La.; C. B. Bee, Oklahoma City, 
Okla.; R. W. Barrett, New York, N. Y.; J. F. Bullitt, Philadel- 
phia, Pa.; Lucian H. Cocke, Jr., Roanoke, Va.; T. M. Rivinus, 
Philadelphia, Pa.; Theodore W. Reath, Philadelphia, Pa.; C. 0. 
Arthur, Washington, D. C.; John C. Donnally, Washington, 
D. C.; George H. Parker, Washington, D. C.; D. Lynch Younger, 
Washington, D. C. 
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NEW CROOKS WAREHOUSE 


The Crooks Terminal Warehouses, Chicago and Kansas 
City, are expanding their Chicago facilities by the acquisition 
of a building at 429 to 449 W. 14th place, through a long-term 
lease, from the Burlington. It will be known as the C. and D. 
Building, and adds more than 100,000 square feet of space to 
the company’s facilities. The building is served by a switch 
track of the C. B. & Q., under cover, and has a large truck 
platform on the 14th place side. It was recently remodeled 
with a view to making it as practical and convenient as pos- 
sible for storage and reshipping of general merchandise, as 
well as for the rental of lofts with offices. According to H. D. 
Crooks, owner and general manager, the location was chosen 
so that the “rapidly growing” section of the southwest side 
of the Loop district might be served adequately from a point 
that would still be in close proximity to the Loop district proper. 
The acquisition of the new property gives the company a total 
of 550,000 square feet of floor space in Chicago. 


CAR SURPLUS AND SHORTAGE 
The average daily surplus of freight cars in the period 
May 8-14, inclusive, was 210,200, as compared with 203,467 cars 
in the preceding period, according to the car service division 
of the American Railway Association. The average daily short 
age was 42 cars, made up of 8 flat, 29 gondola and 10 hopper 
cars. The surplus was made up as follows: 


Box, 91,573; ventilated box, 691; auto and furniture, 8,149; total 


ox, 100,413; flat, 4,540; gondola, 35,987; hopper, 29,549; total coal, 
65,536; coke, 723; S. D. stock, 21,828; D. D. stock, 3,286; refrigerator, 
12,731; tank, 164; miscellaneous, 979; total, 210,200. 


Canadian roads reported a surplus of 11,150 cars, made UP 
of 10,000 box, 650 S. D. stock and 500 refrigerator cars. 


The abstracts of tariff filings, rejections, suspen 
sions, ete., as printed in each issue of THE DAILY 
TRAFFIC WORLD enable subscribers always to be 
sure their traffic files are up-to-date. 
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Ocean Shipping News 





OVERSEAS FREIGHT RATES 


The Traffic World New York Bureau 


Full cargo markets have been quiet but firm in the last 
week. No substantial change in rates has occurred, but it is 
noted by both shippers and shipowners that the demand is 
sufficient to occupy all available tonnage, without further con- 
vessions in rates, and that the condition of the market fore- 
shadows a strengthening in rates on the appearance of any 
revival in traffic demands. 

Grain fixtures in the last few days indicate a basis of 12% 
cents per 100 pounds to Antwerp-Rotterdam, and 17% to 18% 
cents to the Mediterranean. In the coal trades, a fixture is 
reported at $3.60 a ton from Hampton Roads to Montevideo for 
grst half of July loading. Other charters include $3.30 a ton 
to Rio de Janeiro. and $2.50 to west Italy. 

Demand for vessels for the sugar traffic remains steady, 

with rates of 18s a ton from Cuba for large-size vessels. and 
19s 6d to 20s for small steamers from Santo Domingo to the 
United Kingdom and Continent for late June or early July 
ading. 
7 The prevailing level of heavy grain rates is as follows: 
From Montreal for June-July loading, 3s to the United King- 
dom, 12%c to Antwerp-Rotterdam, 134¢c to Hamburg-Bremen, 
1% to 18c to the Mediterranean; from the Gulf for August- 
September loading, 3s 6d to the United Kingdom, 16c to Antwerp- 
Rotterdam, 17c to Hamburg-Bremen, and 21c to the Mediter- 
ranean. 

The shipping industry is watching keenly for signs of an 
increase in grain traffic. Recent low prices established for 
wheat have had the temporary effect at least of restricting 
purchases for shipment abroad, as it is a recognized fact that 
little buying is done on a declining market. With evidence of 
an upturn in prices, it is anticipated that buying will advance 
and demand for ship space will gain correspondingly. 


Tramp shipping freights calculated by Lloyd’s list on the 
basis of mean rates were, for the world, 21% per cent lower in 
April than in March. That authority’s analysis for April shows 
the major declines to have been in the Eastern and Pacific- 
Australasian divisions, the former of 3.88 per cent and the 
latter of 3.86 per cent. Yet, the drop of 2.00 per cent for one 
month in the weighty European department is not underesti- 
mated. The April index follows: 





Rise 

Key Group Index or Fall 
ME iid visti bi gWidanime teem ew acnd ea eme sea kin mins ne eeewee 87.71 —2.90 
SO ihc dicdde nt ew ci sbsh cen suersaviniweesene 96.96 —1.64 
IN: backed oeiiebkdieeubndsiedounkeweaeseae 94.84 —0.43 
EE NN IN on 6 6:6,5.55:0:04 5000 5046 0ees eee 90.42 —3.88 
PE NE RENOIR ia 6.0s5b.s 0 see eesenss ues sees seed 85.13 —3.86 
ME cbawede) wae bwaika. casa aww aeeen ease eenuanenee 91.01 —2.52 


In four months the decline was from 101.94 to the 91.01 
point shown above. The April index for 1929 is much higher 
than the 85.80 for April, 1928. Lloyd’s notes that the index 
lumber in April, 1925, was 94.23 and in April, 1924, it stood 
at 105.81. In its comment on the conditions responsible for the 
situation indicated for the end of last April, Lloyd’s says: 


It will be seen that April’s decline in freight was fairly general, 
Setlous weakness in the eastern and Australian indices being re- 
lieved to some extent by the relative firmness of the index for South 
America, Chartering was slow to revive after the Easter holidays, 
and, as the month went on, the downward trend of grain prices 
led to hesitation on the part of purchasers. 

A substantial volume of tonnage of grain taken up for the 
Plate-Argentine grain being cheap in relation to Canadian—but the 
North American grain trade was very quiet, merchants being in- 
clined to wait for prices to reach still lower levels before committing 
themselves to chartering vessels. 

_ In Europe outward coal freights were irregular. Shipments of 
Welsh coal to the Mediterranean continued to absorb a satisfactory 
tumber of vessels at rates only fractionally under the March level, 
Ut in the near continental trades demand was less active and 
quotations Sagged downward. Homeward ore provided employment 
or the handier sizes of tonnage at rates more or less the same 
a &@ month ago; the Black Sea had little or no business to offer; 
Alexandria was a very quite market. 

East of Suez, apart from a small inquiry at depressingly low 
ee from Burma, a little chartering (distinctly unprofitable for 
P hers) from Australia, and the usual miscellaneous business in the 
ire whole cargo tonnage was at a discount. South Africa showed 
ome interest in tonnage to load maize in the late summer, but few 
xtures appeared to have been definitely arranged. 


The Merchants’ Association has received further advice 
from the Bureau of Foreign and Domestic Commerce concern- 
ing the operation of the new Mexican trademark law, of which 
certain American manufacturers have complained. Among the 
Provisions of the law is one requiring that articles shipped to 


Mexico be stamped with the name of the place of manufacture. 


th The Bureau of Foreign and Domestic Commerce informs 
€ Merchants’ Association that it is sufficient to place on the 





article the name of the city of manufacture without including 
the words “made in.” For instance, an article made in Hart- 
ford, Conn., should be stamped “Hartford, Conn.,” or “Hartford, 
Conn., U. S. A.” Either or both of these forms will be ac- 
ceptable to. the Mexican authorities, and will insure for the 
goods full protection under the Mexican trademark law. 

As a result of a recent inspection trip through the Cape 
Cod Canal by executives of the various New England indus- 
tries under the auspices of the Boston Maritime Association, a 
committee of eight, consisting of George L. Graham, chairman; 
William P. Libby, Carleton R. Blades, C. N. Whittemore, Olin 
M. Jacobs, R. E. Chambers, J. J. Cummings and C. B. Baldwin, 
Was appointed to confer with Colonel Sherwood Cheney, dis- 
trict engineer, War Department, relative to speeding up im- 
provements on the canal and later to go to Washington for 
further conference with War Department officials. Intense in- 
terest is shown in the canal improvements by representatives 
of New England industries who say they would make greater 
use of the canal route if it were dredged and widened. 

The Merchants’ Association has been advised that the new 
consular regulation of Ecuador which became effective on May 
10, contains certain provisions of importance to American ship- 
pers. The provisions are: 


Shippers are to present to the consular officers the necessary 
documents for signature at least forty-eight hours before the sailing 
time of the vessel carrying the merchandise, and the agents or steam- 
ship companies before the twenty-four hours immediately preceding 
such departure. 

In case the above requirement is not complied with, the consular 
officers shall levy upon the tardy firm or company a fine of $10. 

Documents containing such notations as “Item,’’ “ditto,” ditto 
marks (‘‘), ete., or spotted, erased or corrected will not be legalized 
by the consulate. 

Quantity subject to custom duties must be declared in column 
of legal quantity, so as to show in that column, the gross weight, 
net weight, legal weight, liters, dozens or the advalorem according 
to the kind of merchandise shipped and in conformity with Ecuadorean 
Custom Tariff. 

When merchandise is shipped ‘‘to order’ of the shippers, or of 
an Ecuadorean house, or of an American house, using the word 
‘“‘Notifiquese’’ (order-notify), both the consular invoice and the bill of 
lading must be indorsed to a consignee in Ecuador, but if the word 
“Para” (for) is used the indorsement of the bill of lading will 
suffice. 

A non-negotiable copy of the bill of lading, duly indorsed by a 
person having authority, must be presented to the consulate for 
legalization together with the consulate invoice. 


AMERICAN SHIPPING PROCEDURE 


The Trafic World New York Bureau 


Recommendations for simplification and standardization of 
customs procedure and port formalities in the United States 
and twenty-one Latin-American countries were discussed and 
drafted last week at a conference of shipping and government 
officials called by the Department of Commerce and held in 
the Customs Building at New York. The recommendations, 
some of which are to be redrafted by a subcommittee, as yet 
unappointed, will be incorporated in the agenda of the Pan- 
American Commission on Customs Procedure and Port Facilities, 
which will convene in Washington next November. 

The proposals approved are supposed to represent the best 
judgment of commercial, shipping, and revenue interests in the 
United States as to necessary improvements in conditions that 
have long been irksome and injurious to growth of South Amer- 
ican commerce. Adoption by all countries in the Pan-American 
Union of uniform systems for fixing clearance, entry, pilotage, 
dockage, wharfage, moorage and anchorage fees, light charges, 
removal of severe fines for obviously unintentional errors in 
manifests and establishment of a central customs court author- 
ized to rule on appeals from decisions of customs officers, are 
among the more important recommendations made. 

G. R. Parker, former president of the American. Exporters’ 
and Importers’ Association, who presided, declared that it was 
not the intention of the conference to attempt to fix the amount 
of port fees to be charged in each harbor, but to clarify the 
confusion now existing where some ports base their fees on 
gross registered tonnage, some on the net registered tonnage, 
some on the amount of cargo landed, and a variety of other 
factors. The Pan-American Commission, which will vote on 
the proposals, was authorized by the Sixth International Con- 
ference of American States in Havana in February, 1928, and 
is the culmination of recommendations made by a number of 
preceding Pan-American conferences. 

In general, the recommendations are divided into two sec- 
tions, one covering customs and port fees, the other import 
and export regulations on merchandise. In the latter class the 
American interests have expressed aversion to the practice 
whereby customs officials share in the fines they levy, and sug- 
gest that all countries agree to accept bond for the release of 
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goods to the consignee in lieu of documents, allowing reason- 
able time for a later presentation of documents. 

The following proposals are listed as “topics of outstanding 
importance upon which immediate relief seems feasible:” 


1. Simplification and standardization of regulations as regards port 
dues, with uniform definite charges in accordance with services ren- 
dered or benefits received. 

(a) Fixed clearance fee, entry charge and charge for clearance 
certificate at ports where these fees and charges are made. 

(b) Fixed rate a ton based on either the gross or the net registered 
tonnage of vessels at the ports of those countries where tonnage dues 
are levied. 

(c) Fixed charges for pilotage in accordance with the services 
rendered at each port, the rate to be based either upon the draught 
of the vessel or on the registered tonnage. 

(d) Uniform system of charges for dockage, wharfage, moorage 
and anchorage. 

2. Establishment of uniform system for assessing light charges 
based upon either gross or net registered tonnage of the vessel at ports 
where these charges are made. 

3. General acceptance and application of the uniform international 
rules and regulations for lights and signals on land or sea intended 
to preserve the safety of life and property on vessels in ports and 
harbors as well as on the high seas. 

4. Uniform regulations providing prompt visit of health (sanitary) 
officials in order to expedite clearance of vessel. 

5. Establishment of fixed fee for “bill of health’’ certificate (health 
clearance). 

6. Uniform national laws or regulations in countries where in- 
adequate protection exists, recognizing ‘‘to order’’ shipments of mer- 
chandise and providing for delivery of ‘‘to order’’ shipments by carrier 
or customs authorities only upon presentation of indorsed bill of lading 
or, in lieu thereof, bond equivalent to the value of the merchandise and 
the customs charges. 

7. In order to protect shippers, carriers and consignees as regards 
shipments of merchandise en route, provide for due notice thirty days 
or longer, before changes, amendments, and/or additions to customs 
regulations become effective. 

8. Establishment of the principle that marking regulations shall 
be an administrative matter. 

9. Establishment of the principle justifying confiscation of mer- 
chandise or confiscation with fines and/or imprisonment, for mani- 
festly false customs declaration with manifest intent to defraud. 

10. Establishment of the principle that administrative officers be 
given legislative authority to grant tolerances for errors, manifestly 
not with intent to defraud. 

11. Declaration of principle in aversion to the practice of customs 
authorities or officers sharing in fines. 

12. Adoption of the principle in the regulations of all ports, or the 
laws of all countries now lacking such provisions, permitting ad- 
ministrative officers to accept bond for the release of goods to con- 
signee or his agent in lieu of documents, allowing reasonable time for 
a later presentation of documents. 

13. Provision for uniform national laws permitting administrative 
authorities to promulgate regulations covering free entry of merchan- 
dise under special license, under bond, or otherwise. 

14. Prevision for uniform regulations permitting prompt payment 
of drawback waken merchandise, upon which customs charges have 
— paid, is shipped to another country, returned to shipper, or the 

e. 

15. Provision for uniform regulations which permit the shipment 
by first-class mail of dutiable goods of value not exceeding $100, and 
which tend to expedite clearance of the package when it is properly 
identified with tag and customs declaration. 

16. Establishment of a central authority in each country which 
shall determine a uniform classification of merchandise for assessment 
of customs duties at all ports of that country. 

17. Provision for establishment of a central authority, preferably 
a Customs Court, authorized to hear and rule upon appeals made from 
decisions of customs officers. 

18. Provisions authorizing administrative officers to interpret the 
classification of an article of goods according to the customs tariff 
—" of the country by examination of a standard sample of the 
article. 


The following representatives of commercial, shipping and 
government interests attended the conference: W. Espey Albig, 
Commerce and Marine Commission; A. J. Baker and Ralph 
Keating, American Steamship Owners’ Association; R. R. Barr, 
A. J. Demay and F. A. Mahoney, New York Freight Forwarders’ 
and Brokers’ Association; Robert F. Bean, American Acceptance 
Council; A. Lane Cricher, Bureau of Foreign and Domestic 
Commerce; Paul T. Culbertson and Marshall M. Vance, De- 
partment of State; W. H. Day, National Industrial Traffic 
League; United States Chamber of Commerce, Mr. Frisby; 
Thomas J. Gorman and Stephen W. Hamilton, United States 
Treasury Department; W. P. Haddon, the Port of New York 
Authority; William H. Mahoney and Benjamin Levitt, Merchants’ 
Association of New York; R. A. Medina, American Exporters’ 
and Importers’ Association; W. W. Nichols, American Manu- 
facturers’ Export Association; Manuel Gonzales, National Asso- 
ciation of Manufacturers of U. S. A.; Orren O. Gallup, Export 
Managers’ Club; Gardner L. Harding, National Foreign Trade 
Council; C. G. Pfeiffer, National Council of American Importers; 
L. L. Richards, International Freighting Corp., Inc.; ©. T. 
Riolte, National Council of American Importers; W. S. Swingle, 
National Association of Credit Men. 





DOLLAR EXPANSION PLANS 


A loan not in excess of $1,125,000 to the Dollar Steamship 
Company of San Francisco to meet not in excess of 75 per cent 
of the cost of reconditioning and improving four passenger-cargo 
vessels of the Dollar round-the-world fleet was authorized by the 
Shipping Board May 29. The vessels to be reconditioned are of 
the group of “President” type ships that the Dollar company pur- 
ehased from the board. 

The reconditioning plans provide for additional passenger 
accommodations and installations in three of the vessels of 
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deep tanks for the carriage of bulk oil. The vessels involved 
are the President Harrison, the President Garfield, the Pregj 
dent Adams and one additional vessel of the “President” pn 
yet to be selected. D 

Repayment of the loan will be made in fifteen annua in- 
stallments, with interest at low rates, as provided in the Jones. 
White merchant marine act. 

R. Stanley Dollar, who conferred with the board May 29 
has been in conference with government officials with respect 
to plans for the construction of six large round-the-world liners 
with the aid of the loan fund under the Jones-White act. Chair. 
man O’Connor, of the board, has informed Mr. Dollar that Cor- 
dial sympathy of the board toward the proposals could be as: 
sumed. It is estimated that each of the proposed ships Will 
cost around $7,500,000. 


BRIDGE ACROSS HUDSON RIVER 


Bridges across the lower Hudson River, if built, must be 
high enough practically to protect and preserve the present 
navigation and to assure reasonably free, easy and uninter. 
rupted navigation for the future, according to the report of 
Major General Edgar Jadwin, chief of engineers, on the appli. 
cation of the North River Bridge Company for approval of 
plans for the construction of a bridge across the Hudson at 
57th Street, New York City. 

Secretary of War James W. Good has concurred in the 
action of General Jadwin, according to a War Department 
statement issued May 29, with respect to the application. At. 
tention to the application was called recently in connection 
with reports that certain railroads were interested in the 
project. 

The applicant will be informed, according to the statement, 
that plans will not be approved for a vertical clearance of less 
than 200 feet at the center and 185 feet at the pierhead lines, 
The plans submitted provided for vertical clearance at high 
water of 175 feet at center of the main span for a width of 500 
feet. 

“Nowhere is the protection of navigation more important 
than at New York, which is preeminent among the ports of the 
United States and of the world as well,” said the report on the 
application, continuing in part as follows: 

This situation must be looked at in a broad way if the com- 
mercial growth of the country is not to be hampered. The popula- 
tion of the United States is increasing steadily year by year. Its 
waterborne commerce is likewise increasing steadily. It is now 
greater than ever before. At present the largest ship is more than 
forty times the size of the largest ship using our harbors when the 
government commenced their improvement. In New York the larger 
ships in general have been moving their berthing space upstream. 
The Island of Manhattan is becoming more and more congested. 
Freight should not be sent across the lower Hudson River for New 
England that can go around the city if such sending interferes 
unreasonably with navigation. It would be unwise to encourage the 
development of freight terminals on the east side of the Hudson 
River to handle freight bound for the interior of the country which 
must be gotten to the mainland by railroads or trucks crossing the 
river on bridges which would interfere unreasonably with navigation. 
It is more logical that vesseis landing on the east side of the river 
should carry largely passengers, freight, and raw material intended 
for consumption or manufacture by the people on the Island of 
Manhattan. Freight intended for interior points will naturally gravi- 


tate toward the west side of the river for direct handling from ship 
to freight car. 

These probable developments render it increasingly important that 
no unnecessary bar should be put in the way of the great vessels 
coming in this port laden_with freight for Manhattan, or for the 
interior of the country. To work against natural tendencies and 
interfere with the logical development of facilities for transferring 
this freight between ship and rail will hamper the development of 
the port of New York, considering both sides thereof, and will work 
against the best interests of that enormous extent of the country 
which now utilizes the port facilities of New York in making water- 
borne shipments. 


OCEAN AGREEMENTS APPROVED 


An agreement between the American & Indian Line and 
Isthmian Steamship Lines, for which Norton, Lilly & Company 
act as general agents, and the American Pioneer Line, was 
approved by the Shipping Board May 29. 

The agreement covers traffic from north Atlantic, south 
Atlantic and Gulf ports to ports in India and Ceylon, the parties 
agreeing to meet from time to time to discuss and agree upon 
uniform freight rates, each line retaining the right to increase 
or decrease its rates immediately upon notice to the other 
parties. 

Provision is made for spacing of sailings from the ports 
covered by the agreement. The American Pioneer Line is to 
have one sailing a month to Indian ports and is to be allowed 
six free days on berth, during which the other parties are 
not to accept cargo at any of the loading ports covered by the 
agreement. Vessels of the American & Indian Line and Isthmian 
Lines are allotted 24 free days on berth each month without 
limitation as to the number of sailings, and the American Pio- 
neer Line is not to accept cargo at any of the loading ports 
during that period. 

Other agreements and modifications of agreements approved 
by the board follow: 


An agreement between the Java New York Line and the Kert 
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for Fifth Successive Week . - 


With a 100% on time performance during the week 
ending May 18th—the ‘‘STAR UNION LINE’’— 
Seaboard Cities to Chicago—completed its fifth 


successive 100% on time week. 


HIS RECORD is typical of the 

on time performances being 
turned in week after week by Penn- 
sylvania ‘‘Limiteds of the Freight 
Service.” During a recent month 
the arranged freight service was 
98.3% on time. 


* * 


Back in the old days “Star 
Union Line” was the name of a 
whole railroad. Now “Star Union 
Line” is only one of many “Lim- 
iteds of the Freight Service”—but 
It’s a train that does justice to the 
name it bears. 


It hauls its cargoes of merchan- 
dise, “ perishables” and other high- 
class freight from Seaboard Cities 
to Chicago with an on time depend- 
ability which has made it a favorite 


with shippers, consignees, Industrial 
Trafic Managers. 


Pennsylvania freight trains— 
hauling all classes of freight and 
serving 8 out of 10 of the largest 
cities in the country—allay the two 
chief concerns of shipper and con- 
signee alike: 


1. Where—at any given time—is the 
shipment? ... By a system of “ pass- 
ing reports,” the location of any 
shipment can be readily ascertained 
so that it may—if desirable—be 
diverted in transit to more profit- 
able markets. 


2. Will the shipment arrive on time? 

. High on time records, fre- 
quently repeated, give assurance 
that shipments will get there as 
scheduled. 


Here are six other Pennsylvania 
**Limiteds of the Freight Service’’ 
which are noted for their on time 
dependability: 


THE RELIABLE 
Perishable— Merchandise 
Chicago to Columbus 


PUNCTUALITY 
Merchandise 
Pittsburgh to Toledo and Detroit 


THE THOROUGHBRED 
Live Stock 
Indianapolis to Pittsburgh 
and Seaboard Cities 


UNCLE SAM 
Perishable Freight 
St. Louis to Seaboard Cities 


THE ROCKET 
Perishable— Merchandise 
Seaboard Cities to Cincinnati 


THE CHAMPION 
Perishable— Merchandise 
Pittsburgh to Wilkes-Barre 





| PENNSYLVANIA RAILROAD 


Carries more passengers, hauls more freight than any other railroad in America 
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Steamship Company, Inc. The parties to this agreement undertake 
to observe rates of freight and conditions mutually agreed upon 
from time to time in conference and uniform charges incidental to 
receiving, carrying and delivering cargo from Atlantic and Gulf 
ports of the United States to ports in the Dutch East Indies. Pro- 
vision is made for admission of other reputable carriers operating 
vessels regularly in the trade by unanimous consent of the parties 
and upon compliance with the terms of this agreement, but in no 
event is admission to be denied without just and reasonable cause. 
Any party thereto may withdraw upon two months’ written notice. 

Modifications of agreements between the Bermuda & West Indies 
Steamship Company, Ltd., operators of the Furness Red Cross Line, 
and request that the name of that company be substituted for that of 
the Red Cross Line in agreement with the American-Hawaiian Steam- 
ship Company (No. 337), approved by the board July 28, 1925, and 
agreement with the members of the United States Intercoastal Con- 
ference (No. 629), approved July 10, 1928, covering through movement 
of shipments from Pacific Coast ports to Halifax, Nova Scotia, and 
St. John’s, Newfoundland. The Bermuda & West Indies Steamship 
Company, Ltd., is now operating the Red Cross Line under the name 
of the Furness Red Cross Line, and these modifictaions are requested 
to permit the latter carrier to continue the through billing arrange- 
ments entered into by its predecessor. 

Redwood Line, Inc., with Matson Navigation Co.: Arrangement 
covering through shipments of commodities other than canned pine- 
apple from Hawaiian Islands to Mobile and New Orleans upon a 
combination of local rates plus cost of transhipment at San Fran- 
cisco. 

Calmar Steamship Corporation with McCormick Steamship Co. and 
Nelson Steamship Co.: Through billing arrangement covering ship- 
ments from Baltimore and Philadelphia to Marshfield and North 
Bend, Ore., upon a combination of local rates of the participating 
carriers. State tolls and cost of transfer at San Francisco are to be 
absorbed by Calmar Line, but when shipments aggregate 100 tons or 
more McCormick or Nelson vessels will call at Calmar pier, eliminat- 
ing cost of transferring shipments. 

Redwood Line, Inc., with Transatlantic Steamship Co., Inc.: 
Agreement providing for through shipments from United States Gulf 
ports to Australian and Tasmanian ports of call of the Transatlantic 
Steamship Co. Through rates are to be same as rates of North 
Atlantic Australia Conterence and are to be apportioned equally be- 
tween the carriers, subject to a minimum through rate of $14 per 
ton weight or measurement and minimum proportion of $8 to Trans- 
atlantic Steamship Co. and $6 to Redwood Line. Inward tolls at San 
Francisco are to be absorbed by Redwood and outward tolls by Trans- 
Atlantic, while cost of drayage is to be assumed equally by the lines. 

Red D Line of Steamships with Luckenbach Steamship Co., Inc., 
Munson-McCormick Line and Panama Pacific Line: Through billing 
arrangement covering shipments of canned fruit from Porto Rico 
to Pacific coast ports upon a combination of local rates plus tran- 
shipment charges at New York. 

Redwood Line, Inc., with Union Steamship Co.. of New Zealand, 
Ltd.: Covers through shipments from United States Gulf ports to 
Australia and New Zealand. Through rates are to be same as rates 
of North Atlantic Australia Conference and are to be apportioned 
equally between the lines, subject to minimum through rate of $14 
per ton and minimum proportion of $8 to Union and $6 to Redwood. 
Inward tolls at San Francisco are to be absorbed by Redwood and 
outward tolls by Union, while cost of drayage is to be assumed 
equally by the lines. 

Redwood Line, Inc., with McCormick Steamship Co.: Arrange- 
ment covering through movement of shipments from Gulf ports to 
designated Pacific coast ports. Rates are to be those of Redwood 
Line, which is to absorb local rates of McCormick Steamship Co. 
State tolls at San Francisco are to be absorbed in equal proportion 
by the lines. 

Redwood Line, Inc., with McCormick Steamship Co.: Agreement 
covering movement of shipments on through bills of lading from 
Portland, Seattle and Tacoma to Mobile and New Orleans. Through 
rates are to be same as eastbound rates of Gulf Intercoastal Con- 
ference, subject to minimum through rate of 45 cents and are to be 
apportioned % to McCormick and % to Redwood. When shipments 
aggregate 50 tons or more McCormick vessels are to call at Redwood 
pier and state tolls are to be absorbed in equal proportions; when 
less than 50 tons drayage charges are to be absorbed equally, while 
McCormick will assume inward toll and Redwood outward toll. 

Bull Insular Line, Inc., with Navigazione Generale Italiana: 
Through billing arrangement covering shipments from Porto Rico 
to Genoa, Naples and Trieste. Through rates are to be based on 
direct line rates and apportioned 3/7ths to N. G. I. and 4/7ths to 
Bull Insular, the latter to absorb cost of transhipment at New York. 


NEW JERSEY POSITION ATTACKED 


The Trafic World New York Bureau 


The Port of New York Authority has made public a letter 
sent by its commissioners to Governor Larson, of New Jersey, 
and Governor Roosevelt, of New York, protesting against a 
change in freight rates advocated by the New York-New Jersey 
Business Associates, Inc., and supported by the chairman of 
the New Jersey Board of Commerce and Navigation. 

The change in rates, involving the principle of making 
“the rate stop with the car,” it is pointed out, would mean 
that freight charges to and from the Port of New York would 
cover transportation only to the point where the freight was 
removed from the car or, in the case of outgoing freight, would 
begin at the point where the freight was loaded in the car and 
that an extra charge would be made if the freight was handled 
by motor truck or by lighter, unless the latter was a car float. 

As 90 per cent of New York freight either is consigned to 
ships or arrives on ships and the shipping is widely distributed 
along an extensive waterfront, the imposition of additional 
charges for getting freight to and from ships would, the com- 
missioners say, place the port at a disadvantage in competing 
for export and import business, add to the cost of building 
operations, destroy the value of waterfront property and retard 
progress in the reduction of terminal costs and the develop- 
ment of the port under thé statutory plan. 

An additional fee for lighterage of freight, it is said by 
the commissioners, would add $100,000,000 to the cost of the 
construction of the Hudson River bridge. 

The proposal, it is pointed out, is in direct conflict with 
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the position taken by the Port Authority in three proceedings 
now pending before the Commission—the Baltimore differentia) 
case, the port charges investigation, and the trucking investi. 
gation. 

“Undoubtedly,” it is said in the letter, “the proponents of 
the theory assume that the imposition of a lighterage charge 
would automatically induce rapid development of those gee. 
tions of the port in which the rail termini of the carriers are 
located. We believe that the disadvantages in rail and ship 
operations which would be brought about by the imposition of 
a penalty charge for lighterage would be such as to retard the 
development of the port as a whole, and that even those sec- 
tions of the port which at first thought might appear to benefit 
would suffer.” 

It is pointed out that the present rate is from shipping 
point to ship-board, whether the ship is at a Jersey pier, in 
the Hudson River or the East River, along the Brooklyn water. 
front or at Staten Island, a situation yielding the utmost flex. 
ibility of service throughout all parts of the port. ; 

The letter recites three important adverse affects on the 
foreign commerce of the port that would result from imposing 
a charge for lighterage. The district would be broken up into 
a multiplicity of zones where lighterage is necessary to accom. 
plish transshipment from rail to shipside; the railroads would be 
forced, if they desired to avoid imposing the lighterage charge, 
to abandon the less expensive lighterage method in favor of 
the more expensive floating of cars intact to shipside, and, 
most important of all, the addition of an extra lighterage charge 
on a large portion of the commerce of the Port of New York 
would result in heavy diversion of traffic from central territory 
to competitive ports, such as Philadelphia, which are in a posi- 
tion to benefit more from the adoption of the proposal than 
any section of the Port of New York. 


SHIP SALE ACTIVITIES 


Sale of three vessels for tramp service to Hedley Vernon 
Thompson and associates of Weehawken, N. J., was approved 
by the Shipping Board May 29. The vessels and the amounts 
paid therefor follows: Englewood, $106,000; Monmouth, $100, 
000, and Morristown, $92,000. 

The vessels are sister ships of 7,323 deadweight tons and 
have been in lay-up for several years. 

Sale of eight lake type vessels to the Boston Iron and 
Metal Company, of Baltimore, Md., for $60,000, with the under- 
standing that the vessels will be dismantled and scrapped, was 
authorized by the board. 


ROLLING STOCK ADDITIONS 


Freight cars on order May 1 totaled 44,429, compared with 
22,242 on the same date last year, according to reports received 
from the carriers by the car service division of the American 
Railway Association. On April 1, this year, 42,561 freight cars 
were on order. 

Of the freight cars on order on May 1, 1929, reports showed 
19,579 were box cars, an increase of 11,178 compared with the 
same date last year. Coal cars for which orders have been 
placed number 20,040, an increase of 13,035 compared with the 
number of such cars on order on May 1, last year. Reductions, 
for the most part small, were reported in the number of refrig- 
erator, stock and other kinds of freight cars on order this year 
compared with one year ago, except flat cars, which showed 
a slight increase. 

Locomotives on order on May 1, this year, numbered 346 
compared with 137 on the same day in 1928. 

New Freight cars places in service in the first four months 
of 1929 totaled 15,927, of which box cars totaled 7,889; coal 
cars, 4,465; flat cars, 1,116; refrigerator cars, 2,009, and stock 
cars, 387. Sixty-one cars of other classes were also installed 
in service. 

New locomotives placed in service in the first four months 
of 1929 totaled 166. 

Freight cars or locomotives leased or otherwise acquired 
are not included in the above figures. 


TELEPHONE COMPANY EARNINGS 


Operating income of large telephone companies for the 
three months ended with March amounted to $69,579,436, as 
compared with $62,735,940 for the same period of 1928, an 1D 
crease of 10.9 per cent, according to compilations made by the 
bureau of statistics of the Commission from company reports. 

For March the income was $22,524,231, an increase of 3.6 
per cent as compared with March, 1928. ? 

At the end of March the number of company stations 1D 
service was 16,089,712, an increase of 913,701, or 6 per cent, as 
compared with the number at the end of March, 1928. 


You may either write or wire our Washington office 
for information concerning matters in any department 
of the government there, if you are a subscriber to 
THE DAILY TRAFFIC WORLD. 
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PIONEERS IN 
TRAFFIC 


it INCE the early Egyptians first sailed to 
. the Land of Punt in their primitive 
n vessels, the waterways have been economical 
: ways. The progress of industry and trade, 

in fact, the progress of civilization can be 
‘ traced through the rivers, lakes and oceans 
) of the world. 


ORT HOUSTON 
OFFERS AN ADDED 
SERVICE «> SHIPPERS 


Again the Port of Houston draws 
the eyes of the shipping and com- 
mercial world. . . . This time 
by the establishment of the 


HOUSTON PORT BUREAU 


Effective June 1st, 1929, offices 
under the jurisdiction of the fol- 
lowing named gentlemen will be 
located at: 


















Since the early days when mankind hugged 
the shores of the waterways, invention has 
enabled him to reach out into the distant 
parts of the earth by rail—and now by air! 


ODERN package freight steamers, such 

as the famous Poker Fleet Ships Ace, 
King, Queen, Jack and Ten, still provide the 
most economical way of shipping freight. 


er ; 

The Poker Fleet plys between Buffalo and New York City Mr. Herbert. L. Browne 
Duluth with a stop at Detroit. In connec- Kansas City, Mo... .. mr. John C. Mayfield 
tion with rail lines, the service is from the Dallas, Texas ....... Mr. Thomas B. Bartle 
East to the Northwest. Houston, Texas..... Mr. T. E. Duggan 






























These gentlemen are all experi- 
enced traffic men and are well 
versed in all phases of their pro- 
fession, especially as it affects the 
Southwest and the Port of Houston. 
It will be their pleasure to discuss 
with shippers any questions and 
offer any advice which will add to 
the Service offered by Texas’ lead- 
ing Port. 


lk you ship first class freight from Albany 
to Duluth you save 77 cents per hundred 
pounds. From Albany to Minneapolis, or 
points taking same rates, you save approxi- 
mately 50 cents per hundred pounds. A 
table showing typical savings from various 
points to the West in the various classes of 
freight is incorporated in a recently pub- 
lished rate card. If you would like one, 
send the coupon. 


MINNESOTA-ATLANTIC TRANSIT COMPANY 


This new Bureau is made pos- 
sible and is supported by the Hous- 
ton Chamber of Commerce, the 
Port Commission, the Maritime 


A Division of the 2 cmege = the te one Ex- 

change, the Cotton Exchange, the 

TERMINALS AND TRANSPORTATION CORPORATION Clty of Heuston, the Foselen Teede 
OF AMERICA Club, and the many private ter- 


minals located at the Port of Hous- 
ton. 


A. Mitter McDovuaatt., President 
Executive Offices: 1174 First National Bank, Detroit 








For further information con- 
cerning the Port of Houston write 





Minnesota-Atlantic Transit Co. DIRECTOR of the P ORT 


1174 First National Bank, 
Detroit, Mich. 5th Floor, Court House 


Send me your new rate card HOUSTON TEXAS 


Ceoeeeereeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeees 





Ceoeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee 
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Questions and Answers 


In this column will be answered questions of both legal and 
practical nature that confront persons dealing with traffic. A specialist 
on interstate commerce law, whois a member of our legal department, 
will give his opinion in answer to any simple question relating to the law 
of interstate transportation of freight. A traffic man of long experience 
and wide knowledge will answer questions relating to practical traffic 
problems. We do not desire to take the place of the traffic man but to 
help him in his work. ; 

The right is reserved to refuse to answer in this column any 
question, legal or traffic, that it may “oy? to us unwise to answer 
or that involves a situatien too complex for the kind of investigation 
herein contemplated. If a more comprehensive answer to a question is 
desired than is thought proper for this column, the department will 
answer it by letter for a reasonable charge. 

Address Questions and Answers Department, 
Traffic Service Corporation, Mills Building, Washington, D. C. 





OS os 


Freight Charges—Liability of Consignor Where Shipment Is 
Reconsigned by Consignee 


California.—Question: Will you kindly give your opinion 
relative to shipper’s liability for uncollected portion of freight 
charges under the following circumstances: 

Shipper “A” consigned on straight bill of lading from Cali- 
fornia to himself, advise “B’” in Illinois, one carload of vege- 
tables without signing no recourse clause. The contents of car 
were sold f. o. b. shipping point, terms, sight draft against 
delivery order. Draft was paid. 

The destination carrier has now presented a demand for 
alleged undercharge, stating that the shipment was diverted 
at the original destination in Illinois to consignee “C” at a point 
in Florida, the amount sought representing additional charge by 
reason of route of movement. Presumably, the diversion was 
made by “B.” Carrier advises “C” paid charges demanded at 
time of delivery. 

“B” has been adjudicated bankrupt, and “C’s” present 
whereabouts are unknown. The shipper had no notice of the 
diversion or subsequent handling of the car until more than 
two years after shipment, when the carrier presented bill for 
additional freight charge. 


Answer: A consignor’s liability for the payment of freight 
charges is based primarily upon the contract of shipment which 
he enters into with the carrier at the time the goods are tendered 
to the carrier for transportation. See, in re Ogara Coal Co. 
N. Y. C. R. Co. vs. Gardner, 294 Fed. 89, in which it was held 
that the original contract fixes a consignor’s obligation for 
freight charges and no other liability could, without his assent, 
be imposed on him by a connecting carrier delivering the 
freight to the consignee before reaching its stipulated destina- 
tion, the connecting carrier being the agent of the initial carrier, 
and its right to compensation being dependent on and deter- 
mined by the contract such initial carrier made with the shipper. 

There are, however, several cases involving the liability 
of the party who reconsigns the shipment for freight charges, 
some of which hold that party liable, while other cases hold 
the party reconsigning the shipment not to be liable for the 
freight charges. The cases which hold that the party who 
reconsigns a shipment is not liable for the freight charges are, 
Davis vs. City Fuel Co., 248 S. W. 572; Wallingford Bros. vs. 
Bush, 255 Fed. 949; Railroad Company vs. Browne Grain Co., 
166 S. W. 400; the latter two cases being cited in the case first 
referred to. 

The cases which hold to the contrary are, N. Y. C. R. Co. 
vs. Warren-Ross Lumber Co., 137 N. E. 324; New Jersey Central 
Ry. vs. McCartney, 52 Atl. 575; C. B. & Q. R. Co. vs. Evans, 
228 S. W. 853, and R. Co. vs. Townsend, 100 Atl. 355. 

Under the decisions that hold that the party reconsigning 
the shipment is not liable for the freight charges, the only 
ground on which liability could be placed upon the original 
shipper is that he caused the shipment to be placed in cars and 
transported subject to reconsignment under the provisions of 
the carrier’s reconsigning tariffs. It would seem more equitable, 
however, that the original shipper should be liable only for the 
amount of freight charges to the point shown as the destination 
in the original contract of shipment entered into by him with 
the carrier at the original point of shipment. It was so held 
in H. & T. C. vs. Lee County Produce Co., 14 Fed. (2d) 145. 


Tariff Interpretation 


Ohio.—Question: Will you kindly advise if the rate of 16c 
per cwt. on carload shipments of salt is applicable from Akron, 
O., to Marion Center, Pa.? If you will refer to page 192 of the 
Nickel Plate I. C: C. No. 4375, index No. 154, you will note the 
rate is made up by adding an arbitrary of 3c per cwt. to the 
Pittsburgh rate, but if you will refer to B. T. Jones’ Freight 
Tariff 95-G, you will note there is no rate to Pittsburgh, Pa., 
on B. R. & P. Railroad, and the latter named road, claim as 
the rate is not applicable to Pittsburgh in B. T. Jones’ Freight 
Tariff 95-G, that you cannot apply the rate of 16c from Akron 
to Marion Center. I contend that the 16c rate is applicable, 
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inasmuch as they are a party to the N. Y. C. & St. L Lo. C 
No. 4375, and also a party to freight tariff 95-G. . 

Answer: The fact that the rate to Pittsburgh publisheg jp 
Agent Jones’ Tariff I. C. C. 2010 does not apply via the B. R. & 
P. does not, in our opinion, make inapplicable the Pittsburgh 
rate at Marion Center, Pa. The rate to the latter point jg 
under N. Y. C. & St. L. I. C. C. 4375, applicable via the N. y, ¢ 
& St. L.-Buffalo Junction, N. Y., and B. R. & P., and this tarit 
is referred to in Agent Jones’ tariff I. C. C. 2010, thereby mak. 
ing applicable the Pittsburgh rate at Marion Center, Pa, 

Limitation of Actions—Interstate and Intrastate Traffic 

Arkansas-Texas.—Question: We will appreciate very much 
advice from you as to the present rules governing the collection 
of undercharges and the refund of overcharges by the carriers 
on shipments moving both intrastate and interstate between 
points in Texas. We have recently filed a number of claims 
with the Texas carriers on intrastate shipments for straight 
overcharges which were more than three years old—that jg, 
the original collection was made more than three years ago— 
and the carriers have paid these overcharges without question, 
making no reference to the fact that the statute had run on the 
items. We have also received undercharge bills from the car. 
riers for undercharges more than three years old, applying on 
both Texas intrastate and interstate shipments. 

Is there any time limit for the collection of undercharges 
or refund of overcharges on this traffic and, if so, where can 
we find the proper authority covering these features? 

Answer: In so far as interstate shipments are concerned, 
paragraph 3 of section 16 of the interstate commerce act pro. 
vides a limitation period of three years within which a con. 
plaint may be filed with the Commission or suit brought in 
court for the collection of an overcharge. It is also provided 
therein that a carrier must institute suit for an undercharge 
within three years. 

As to intrastate shipments, the statutory provisions of the 
state of Texas will govern both the recovery of an overcharge 
by the shipper and an undercharge by the carrier. 


Tariff Interpretation—Classification Rating vs. Rating in Clas- 
sification Exception 


Missouri.—Question: Please give your opinion, also cite 
legal authority, if any, on the following subject: 

If a certain commodity is rated “A” class, minimum 30,000 
pounds, in Western Classification territory, and the tariff carry- 
ing the rate is governed by an exception circular, which pro- 
vides for fifth class rating, 36,000 pounds, can either rating be 
used with a corresponding minimum, in the aDsence of any 
alternative provision? We contend that the lower rating with 
a higher minimum is published purposely for alternative use. 
Why cannot a shipper use the higher rating with lower mini- 
mum, if he so desires? 

Answer: While we locate no decisions of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission in point, it is our opinion that the rating 
in the classification exception is the rating to apply, particu- 
larly where, as is true in some tariffs, provision is carried that 
the ratings in the classification exceptions take precedence 
over the ratings in the classification proper. 

Rates on Company Material 

Illinois.—Question: Your answer to “Pennsylvania” on page 
1110 of The Traffic World of May 4, relative to rates on com- 
pany material. 

Would it change the situation any if prices had been quoted 
to the Y. R. R. Co. f. o. b. at point C, which is the point, as we 
understand it, where the shipment first touches the line of the 
purchasing carrier? 

If, instead of prepaying the charges, shipment was allowed 
to go forward collect, and the shipper, or supplier, would make 
an allowance of the proportion of the through rate applying 
up to point C on the invoice, would this not take care of the 
situation in a perfectly legal way? 

Answer:. We believe any manner of handling sales to a 
railroad company that would result in effectually making the 
shipper a party to the through rate would be unlawful. If you 
sell f. 0. b. junction point of purchasing carrier with under- 
standing that title is to pass at that point from you as vendor 
to the purchasing carrier, that means that you must bear the 
freight charges to that point where title is to pass. In other 
words, you must ship your own goods to the point where they 
will be come the property of the vendee carrier. We know of 
no lawful manner by which you can get your own goods carried 
to a consignee carrier and where you are to bear the freight 
charges up to the point where title passes to the buyer, at less 
than the full local rate to such point. The purchasing carrier 
can take possession at the junction point as consignee and the 
through shipment ends right then and there. If it collects for 
freight charges only the connecting line’s division of the through 
rate to some point beyond to which shipment is consigned, and 
then deducts that amount from the invoice, you have succeeded 
in having your own goods hauled to that junction point at a 
lower rate than any other shipper could have his goods hauled 
to another consignee at that point, or lower than any other 
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HAT lies beyond? That is the 
quest which drives men on—over 
the horizon to greater, better things. 


The farmer’s boy watches the express 

train glide away into the distance and 

) wonders what lies beyond. Some day it 
will take him to the State University 
where he will learn the science of agri- 
culture. 

Already the drudgery of tilling the soil 
has been lifted by modern equipment, 
which the steel rails have brought. The 
day of the business-farmer is here. 


Along all lines horizons are widening 
as the people of the South take full meas- 
ure of their opportunities. 


Horizons 
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From the Northern Gateways at Washington, 
Cincinnati and Louisville ...from the Western 
Gateways at St. Louis and Memphis ...to the 
Ocean Ports of Norfolk, Charleston, Savannah, 
Brunswick and Jacksonville ... and the Gulf 
Ports of Mobile and New Orleans... the 
Southern Serves the South. 


And in the life of almost every citizen 
in this section, the Southern, which car- 
ries so large a portion of the South’s 
commerce and travel, has played a part 
in creating wider horizons. 


Address inquiries regarding Southern Railway System Service to 
E. R. OLIVER 
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consignee could receive goods from you. If the goods are sold 
with title passing at point of origin there is nothing to prevent 
the purchasing carrier from having its own shipments through- 
billed to a point beyond its junction, and if it hauls the ship- 
ment in good faith all the way to the billed destination, it can 
divide the rate in the usual manner. That, however, is as be- 
tween the carriers. 

Where a shipper pays the freight he must pay the full tariff 
rate to the point at which he will divest himself of title to the 
property. This is made clear in the Beekman Lumber Co. case, 
21 I. C. C. 270. See also Wright Tie Co. vs. B. S. W. R. R., 57 
I. C. C. 286. 


Freight Charges—Liability of Shipper Signing Stipulation Re- 
quiring Collection of at Time of Delivery, Where Consignee 
Refuses or Fails to Claim Goods 
New York.—Question: In accordance with Conference Rul- 

ing 145, which provides that an item allowing a shipper to 

abrogate his transportation contract is unlawful. 

With this in view, will you refer to Glenn’s Watermelon 
Tariff No. 6, I. C. C. 414, note 16. 

What effect would the signing of clause 7 of the bill of 
lading have upon the carrier, if the shipment is refused by the 
consignee? Naturally the shipment would be sold and the bal- 
ance collected from whom? It is understood that there is no 
carrier’s liability involved, i. e., causing of the shipment to de- 
teriorate. Can you cite any decision of the Commission or of 
the courts on this question? 

Annswer: Regardless of the question of the legality of the 
provision of note 16 of Agent Glenn’s Tariff I. C. C. 414, it is 
our view that, inasmuch as a carrier may not compel the ac- 
ceptance of goods by the consignee, the carrier may recover 
from the shipper the amount of the freight charges if goods 
are refused by the consignee or remain unclaimed, notwithstand- 
ing the shipper has signed the stipulation on the face of the 
bill of lading requiring the carrier to collect the freight at the 
time of the delivery of the goods. 

The acceptance of the goods by the consignee is, in our 
opinion, a condition precedent to the application of the provisions 
of section 7 of the Uniform Bill of Lading Contract Terms and 
Conditions, in so far as the provisions thereof relating to the 
non-liability of the consignor for freight charges where the 
stipulation provided for on the face of the bill of lading is 
executed, are concerned. 


Routing and Misrouting—Switching Delivery vs. Road Haul for 
Terminal Carrier 


Massachusetts.—Question: My letter of March 17 was an- 
swered in “Questions and Answers” column of The Traffic 
World on April 6, under the above caption. 

However, this is not quite clear to me yet and maybe my 
original letter was not clearly written. 

The matter referred to does not involve a question of rate 
between shipper and carrier, as same rate applies over both 
routes. 

The question is whether a carrier’s bill of lading or way- 
bill bearing routing A, B, C, D Potato Shed Delivery, signifies 
that carrier C shall turn cars over to carrier D, so that the latter 
will enjoy a line haul, or is carrier C justified in hauling to 
destination, allowing carrier D a switch haul only? 

Any further information or reference to cases or decisions 
on this will be appreciated. 

Answer: Unless damages result from misrouting on the 
part of the initial carrier are involved in your inquiry, the 
Interstate Commerce Commission would have no jurisdiction 
of the question. Such damages might be a difference in the 
rate via two routes or drayage charges resulting from an 
erreneous terminal delivery. 

If your question involves a diversion of property from the 
carrier specified by the shipper in his bill of lading to another 
carrier, within the provisions of paragraph 9 of section’15 of 
the interstate commerce act, it would seem to follow, in ac- 
cordance with the decision of the Commission in Standard 
Lumber Co. vs. C. C. C. & St. L. Ry. Co., 146 I. C. C. 631, that 
where the bill of lading provides for delivery by a specified 
carrier, that carrier is not necessarily entitled to a line haul, and 
therefore could not claim a diversion under the provisions of 
paragraph 9 of section 15 of the act. 

In the case above referred to the Commission, on page 633, 
said: 

The Big Four connects with the Michigan Central at Niles, Mich., 
and at Toledo, Ohio. It could, therefore, have delivered the car to 
that carrier at either of these two points for delivery in Detroit. 
However, since the Ironton could have made delivery to the Michigan 
Central either at Toledo or by switch movement in Detroit under 
protection of the 43-cent rate, no liability attaches to the Big Four 
for delivering the car to the Ironton at Springfield or for the sub- 
sequent failure of that carrier to make the delivery specified. To 
hold otherwise is to attach no significance to the word “delivery” in 
the routing instructions and to regard that word as superfluous. It 
may fairly be said that the notation of the shipper on the bill of lading 
“Michigan Central delivery’? meant a terminal service only on the 
tracks of that carrier at Detroit, and was not an expression of the 


shipper’s intention that the Michigan Central should necessarily 
participate in the line haul. California Packing Corp. vs. Director 
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General, as agent, 83 I. C. C. 490. Had the shipper desired, or wished 
to insist upon, a line haul for the Michigan Central as well] as de 
livery by that carrier, the natural and certain method of go indic 4 
ing would have been by routing the shipment “Big Four-Michies, 
Central,’’ thus providing complete and specific instructions both’ an 
to the line haul and terminal delivery. : as 


Carload vs. Less-Carload Shipments 


North Carolina.—Question: The commodity in question 
takes carload minimum weight of 20,000 pounds, subject to Tule 
34. Shipper orders a car and loads therein one (1) unit weigh- 
ing 19,300 pounds and tenders to carrier the bill of lading read- 
ing 19,300 pounds, not specifying thereon whether shipment is 
intended for carload or less-carload movement. 


Under the application of rule 15 of Consolidated Freight 
Classification No. 5, should the carload minimum weight be for 
a 40 ft. car as used, or should the carload minimum weight 
be for a car of the size required for the shipment in the ¢op. 
dition tendered for transportation? In other words, for a 36 ft. 
car carrying a 20,000 pounds minimum? If this same shipment 
was marked as required for less-than-carload shipment, what 
effect would this have upon the above mentioned shipment? 


Answer: We think that inasmuch as you ordered a car 
received and loaded one, forwarded it in the same manner as an 
ordinary carload is forwarded, received carload service, and gaye 
the carrier no indication that you expected to make a legs-car. 
load shipment, you are bound to pay carload charges, for you 
have made a carload shipment. Simply marking and tagging 
the pieces (while perhaps necessary to constitute a less-carload 
shipment), would not, in the absence of other evidence of an 
undertaking and an understanding that a less-carload shipment 
was intended, in and of itself, make a less-carload shipment 
of that which in all other respects is a carload undertaking, 


As the car was not fully loaded, the less-carload charge as 
provided in section 1, rule 15, cannot be applied as maximum 
thereto. Section 2 of this rule merely provides for the addition 
of carrier’s handling chages, and determines the minimum 
weight to be used, when, under the provisions of section 1, a 
shipment tendered as less-carload, would be rated cheaper as 
a minimum carload. The minimum weight to be observed in 
thus computing the charge on a minimum carload to be ob- 
served aS a maximum on a less-carload shipment, is that ap- 
plicable to the size of car required to haul the same commodity 
in the condition tendered. As your shipment was not tendered 
as less-carload, it is not subject to section 2. Section 2, we 
think, provides the rule applicable to your shipment: 


When freight is loaded in a car by shipper and such car is not 
fully loaded but is tendered as a carload shipment, and the car is 
forwarded without other freight therein, the shipment will be charged 
for as a carload. 


If you had made it clear to the carrier’s agent that you 
were offering a large less-carload shipment, and for its own 
convenience the carrier had tendered you a car in which to 
load, this would be carrier’s manner of handling your L. C. L. 
shipment and section 2, rule 15, would be applicable. However, 
as you forwarded it as a carload, ordered the car without 
specifying a 36 ft. car, but accepted a 40 ft. car instead, you 
are bound under the tariffs to pay charges on basis of the 
size of car used. Miller Sawmill Co. vs. C. M. & St. P., 45 
L. C. ©. 2a 


Tariff Interpretation—Application of Rate on Shipment in Bales 
to Shipments in Cases 


Washington.—Question: We will appreciate any advice or 
decision you can cite which would cover the following subject: 
There is published in Transcontinental Freight Tariff 4-B, I. C. C. 
1211, a commodity rate on cotton piece goods in bales. 

A specific shipment moved in cases. “A” contends that the 
commodity rate does not apply on shipments packed in cases 
and would revert back to first class rate as authorized in the 
Western Classification. ‘“B” contends that the commodity rate 
should apply on the shipment packed in cases, for the reason 
that the rules in the Western Classification provide that a case 
is a higher class container than a bale and the rate should be 
no higher. The tariff in question is governed by the Western 
Classification except as otherwise provided therein. 

Answer: In paragraph (zg) of item 800 of Transcontinental 
Tariff 4 (b), I. C. C. 1211, it is stated that rates provided for 
articles in any package of the third class also apply upon the 
same articles in any package of the first or second class, oF 
any other package of the third class. A box being, under para 
graph (b) of item 800, a first class package, while a bale 1s, 
under paragraph (d) thereof, a third class package, a com: 
modity rate applicable on a shipment in a bale is applicable 
on a shipment in a box. 


Routing and Misrouting—Carrier Not Liable Unless Bill of Lad- 
ing Contains Conflicting or Ambiguous Provisions or Carrier 
Fails to Observe Shipper’s Routing 


Illinois.—Question: A shipper tenders a carrier’s freight 


agent a bill of lading reading as follows: 
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Something New... . 
| in the Railroad World 


The merger of the LR&N (The Edenborn 
Line) and L&A Railway is something new 
and of vital interest to shippers everywhere. 
This new system reaching from New Orleans 
and Natchez westward into the great South- 
west affords an enlarged and improved serv- 
ice which may be thoroughly relied upon. A 
constructive program of steady improvement 
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| Sands Cena Gade of these properties has been outlined and will 
7 Between be carried to completion as rapidly as pos- 
St. Louis and Shreveport sible. 


B. S. ATKINSON, Senior Vice-President 
H. C. COUCH, President 
Shreveport, La. 
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A Company 

Point “B,”’ State of Ill. 

gE. KR. @ “C.” 

Pleasant Point Station. 
Delivering Carrier 

The bill of lading carried no rate. The agent billed the 
shipment accordingly. Freight charges were collected based 
on the rate to point “B,” plus local rate from point “B” to 
“Pleasant Point Station,’ due to the shipment having to be 
back-hauled account of point “B’ being beyond “Pleasant Point 
Station,” shipment having to move through “Pleasant Point 
Station” to get to point “B.” “Pleasant Point Station is a pre- 
paid station and traffic moving to that point from the south 
should be billed to “North Point B” instead of point “B” proper, 
which would give the shipment the benefit of the joint through 
rate. 

Can the carriers be held for any damage due to misroute, 
notwithstanding the fact that the agent followed the bill of 
lading instructions to the letter, also the provisions in the bill 
of lading could be complied with, there being no contradictory 
provisions? 

Answer: Point “B” being shown in the bill of lading as the 
destination, the only question involved seems to be whether 
the showing of the name “Pleasant Point Station” on the bill of 
lading should have placed the carrier on notice that delivery 
was desired at a point other than that shown as the point of 
destination in the space provided therefor in the bill of lading. 
We do not believe that such a duty was placed upon the carrier 
by the bill of lading in the instant case. 


Demurrage—Computing Five-Day Period in which Carrier Must 
Send Notice of Unclaimed Carload Shipment. 

Ohio.—Question: Rule 4, Section E, Paragraph 2 (B) to 
Jones’ National Car Demurrage Tariff No. 4-I, I. C. C. No. 2150 
provides that “when non-perishable carload freight is unclaimed 
at the expiration of five days from the first 7 a. m. after the 
date on which notice of arrival has been sent or given to the 
consignee or party entitled to receive same, a notice to that 
effect shall be sent by wire as provided in Paragraph 2 (A) of 
Section E.” 

Does the note at top of Item 5, page 19, which provides for 
the exclusion of Sundays and legal holidays in the computation 
of time, apply to the five-day period mentioned in Rule 4, Sec- 
tion E, Paragraph 2 (B)? 

Answer: In Southard Feed & Milling Co. vs. St. L. & H. 
R. R. Co., I. C. C. Docket 20624 (Mimeo.), the Commission held 
the proper method of computing time on a shipment unclaimed 
at destination in 1926, for determining when notice to consignor 
should have been sent, was as follows: 

Notice of arrival given: 


October 29—Saturday 
October 30—Sunday 
November 1—Monday 
November 2—Tuesday 
November 3—Wednesday 
November 4—Thursday 
November 5—Friday 


Consigned to 
Destination 
Route 


First Day 


Second Day 
(General Election) 
Third Day 
Fourth Day 

Fifth Day 


stating that “the five-day period provided by Rule 4, Section 
E-2 (b), expired at 7:00 a. m., November 6, 1926. 

The Commission stated that all the demurrage rules, includ- 
ing the Note in Rule 3, Item 5, as to computing time, must be 
taken as a whole, and gave the carrier the benefit of Sundays 
and holidays in counting up the five-day period in which it must 
give notice to the consignor. 


Freight Charges—Liability of Undisclosed Principal, i.e., Owner 
Not Party Transportation Records 


Illinois.—Question: Can you cite any authority for the car- 
rier holding the beneficial owner of a shipment liable for trans- 
portation charges or undercharges accruing on it where the 
consignor signs the bill of lading in his own name, by agreement 
with or at the direction of the beneficial owner of the shipment, 
without notice to the carrier of such arrangement? 

Answer: Ordinarily the person from whom the goods are 
received for shipment assumes the obligation to pay the freight 
charges; and his liability is ordinarily a primary one. The 
shipper is presumably the consignor; the transportation ordered 
by him is presumably on his own behalf; and a promise by him 
to pay therefor is inferred. L. & N. R. Co. vs. Central Iron & 
Coal Co., 265 U. S. 59. 

As a general proposition the person acting as agent for 
another is personally answerable, if, at the time of making the 
contract in his principal’s behalf, he failed to disclose the fact 
of his agency. He is subject to all the liabilities, express or 
implied, created by the contract in the same manner as if he 
were the principal in interest. If he would avoid personal lia- 
bility, the duty is on him to disclose his principal and not on 
the party with whom he deals to discover him. The other party 
to the contract may proceed against the agent or against the 
principal. Great No. Ry. Co. vs. Hocking Valley Fire Clay Co., 
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156 N. W. 41; C. N. O. & T. P. vs. Vedenburgh Saw Mill Co 
69 So. 228. 5 

The owner of the goods for whose benefit and under whose 
direction they are shipped, is liable for the freight charges 
Barnard & Wheeler, 24 Me. 412; Grand vs. Wood, 21 N. J. L. 42, 
47 Am D 162; Chicago, etc. R. Co. vs. Floyd, 161 S. W. 964. 
In re Arlington Hotel Co., 96 Atl. 186; Pa. R. Co. vs. Whitney 
& Kemmerer, 73 Pa. Super. Ct. 588; C. M. & St. P. vs. Green- 
berg, 166 N. W. 1073. 

While the consignor is liable for freight charges, unless at 
the time a shipment is delivered to the carrier for transportation 
he discloses the fact that he is acting in an agency capacity for 
his principal, and the consignee by his acceptance of the g00ds 
from the carrier becomes liable for the freight charges, this does 
not release the undisclosed principal from liability, in the event 
the carrier elects to proceed against him for freight charges. 


Routing and Misrouting—Conflict Between Marks on Package 
and Address in Bill of Lading 


California.—Question: I am referring to page 842 of the 
issue of the Traffic World for April 6, 1929, Vol. XLIII No. 14, 
under the above caption. 

Your answer to the question, in part, gives the Commission’s 
views: “It does not consider that the carrier is in error in 
forwarding goods in accordance with the marks on the package 
instead of calling the attention of the shipper to the discrepancy 
between the marks on the package and the provisions of the 
bill of lading as to the destination of the shipment.” 

Permit us to call your attention to Rule No. 6, Section 2 (¢) 
Consolidated Freight Classification No. 5, which expressly states: 
“The marks on bundles, packages or pieces must be compared 
with the shipping order or bill of lading, and corrections, if 
necessary, made by the shipper or his representative before 
receipt is signed.” 

In view of the fact that these rules have the approval and 
sanction of the Interstate Commerce Commission prior to their 
publication, it does not seem to us that the Commission has any 
right to rescind or waive any rule, or part thereof, to the advan- 
tage of the carriers. Of what use is a rule if it should not be 
enforced in its entirety without fear or favor? 

Answer: Whether the effect of the provision of the classifi- 
cation, which you quote, is to place liability on the carrier, in 
the event that the carrier’s agent either fails to compare the 
marks on the package with the shipping order or bill of lading 
or fails to detect a difference between the two and then call 
the discrepancy to the attention of the shipper, is not, in our 
opinion, a certainty. While the. provision directs the agent of 
the carrier to make this comparison, there is no direct statement 
of liability on the part of the carrier for its agent’s failure to 
make or mistake in making the comparison, and this liability, 
if it exists, must, therefore, be inferred. 

It seems to us that there is more than a probability that it 
would be held that the provision of the classification in ques- 
tion merely indicates a willingness on the part of the carrier 
to assist the shipper in the event of the shipper’s mistake in 
directing the transportation of his shipment, but does not impose 
a penalty on the carrier or rather absolve the shipper from 
liability for his mistake, in the event the carrier’s agent fails 
to call his attention to a discrepancy between the marks on a 
package and the address in the bill of lading therefor. 

Tariff Iinterpretation—General Application not Controlling if 
Specific Application Makes Definite Beyond Doubt 

California—Question: “Z” Railway in their Fruit and Vege- 
table names a rate of 38% cents per 100 pounds minimum 24,000 
on Olives, fresh, from “A” to “D.” Under item 80 of the same 
tariff they carry a provision that rates authorized in tariff, or 
may be amended, applying on fresh olives, carload or less car- 
load, will also apply on olives, fresh, when shipped in water or 
brine, carload or less carload. The same railroad in their gen- 
eral commodity tariff carry a rate of 311% cents minimum 36,000, 
on canned goods from A to D, applicable intrastate. The item 
naming 31% cent rate refers to item 50 of tariff, which names 
list of articles that can move under canned goods, which is the 
same as the canned goods description as named in item 1390, 
Toll’s East-bound Tariff 3-Y I. C. C. 1209. Olives without any 
reservations are specifically provided for, and the package re 
quirements include olives, in bulk, in barrels. 

E, F and G ship a number of carloads from A to D (which 
is an intrastate movement), of olives, in brine, in barrels, and 
the average loading is 44,000 pounds. Claims have been fil 
asking protection of the 3114 cent rate minimum 36,000, and 
have been declined by carrier, declination being based, that 
olives shipped consisted of orchard run olives, in brine, and that 
commodity is not identified as canned goods. ; 

Due to conflicting rates it is shipper’s contention that he is 
lawfully entitled to rate of 31% cents. Will you kindly review 
and advise if a similar situation has been reviewed by the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission or any of the State Commissions, 
giving us citations to the Commission’s rulings, if any? 

Answer: As we understand your question the intrastate 
general commodity tariff contains a provision that the canned 
goods rates named therein will apply on olives in brine in bar- 
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Railway Taxes 


The increased taxation of all the 
railroads in recent years can be illus- 
trated by some comparisons of the 
1913 and 1928 taxes of the IIlinois 
Central System. 


The taxes of the Illinois Central 
System amounted in 1913 to $3,370,- 
000 and in 1928 to $12,582,000. This 
was at the rate of $9,233 a day in 
1913 and at the rate of $34,377 a day 
in 1928. 


These taxes were $549 for each 
mile of route operated in 1913 and 
$1,796 for each mile operated in 
1928. 


They consumed 21 per cent of the 
total passenger revenue of the IIli- 
nois Central System in 1913. They 
took 49 per cent of it in 1928. 


They came to $401 for every mil- 
lion ton-miles of freight service per- 
formed in 1913. For every million 
ton-miles performed in 1928 they 
were $802. 


Every dollar paid to stockholders 
in 1913 was matched by a payment 
of 51 cents to tax collectors. Every 
dollar paid to stockholders in 1928 
was matched by a payment of $1.19 
to tax collectors. 


Railway taxes have an important 
bearing upon railway rates. For in- 
stance, the increase in I]linois Cen- 
tral System taxes per mile of route 
from 1913 to 1928 amounted to more 
than one-half the revenue derived 
from all the grain, grain products, 
cotton, cottonseed, cottonseed prod- 
ucts, tobacco and fresh vegetables 
transported by the Illinois Central 
System in 1928. Truly railway taxes 
are something for railway patrons 
to know about. 


Constructive criticism and sug- 
gestions are invited. 


L. A. DOWNS, 
President, Illinois Central System. 


CHICAGO, June 1, 1929. 
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rels, whereas the fruit and vegetable tariff rates on fresh olives 
is not- published as taking a canned goods rate. If these are 
the facts, and if both tariffs are applicable intrastate, the con- 
flict will have to be resolved by your state authorities, courts 
or commission, in accordance with the law of your state. As to 
interstate traffic in such cases it is well settled that the rate 
first published remains in effect until lawfully cancelled. We do 
not think the fact that the tariff specifically states the canned 
goods rate will apply to all articles listed in Item 50, which 
includes olives in brine in barrels, will, in the absence of other 
provision, have any bearing on the matter, as this would samply 
be a convenient form of publishing rates on such olives. 

While this plan of publishing rates has been condemned by 
the Interstate Commerce Commission in Tariff Circular 20, it is 
an old practice of carriers to so publish. For instance, in the 
files of the Commission can be found tariffs providing that wheat 
rates will apply on watermelons, and flax seed rates will apply 
on cantaloupes. 

If, however, the general commodity tariff in question is 
limited to apply “To the list of Articles under heading of Canned 
Goods” in the Toll’s Tariff, Item 1390, we are of the view that 
the canned goods rates will not apply on your olives in this 
instance, for Item 1390 in Toll’s Tariff applies on “Canned Goods, 
Pickles and Preserves,” and each article is subordinate to its 
appropriate heading in that item. 


Tariff Interpretation— Transit Privileges— Concentration in 
Transit vs. Stopping in Transit to Complete Loading 
Wisconsin.—Question: We would appreciate your interpre- 

tation of Boyd’s Circular No. 21-A, I. C. C. A-1937, covering 

transit rules and regulations on forest products, to be unloaded 
for storage, drying, concentration, reworking or manufacturing, 
in connection with tariffs making specific reference thereto. 

The question involves a car which was shipped here to be 
finished loading. This car was not unloaded but an addition was 
made to the lading of the car. The inspection bureau maintains 
that this car is not entitled to the concentration rates to this 
point due to the fact that the car was not unloaded. We main- 
tain that the car was shipped here for concentration and in 
completing the lading of the car, the requirements of the tariff 
have been fulfilled and that we are entitled to the reduced rates 
due to the fact that we are a transit operator. 

Answer: Western Trunk Lines’ Circular 21-A, E. B. Boyd’s 

1. C. C. A-1937, at page 2, under “Application of Rules” provides: 


The rules named herein apply on lumber, logs and other forest 
products, carloads to be unloaded for storage, drying, concentration, 
reworking or manufacturing, in connection with tariffs making specific 
reference hereto. 

Rule 2 (e) provides: “Manufacturing, reshipping or con- 
centration rates or transit privileges as described herein will 
be denied any shipper who fails or declines to comply with all 
of the requirements of these rules.” 

If stopping in transit to complete loading could be properly 
classed as a concentration privilege, it would not apply to your 
shipment, in our opinion, for the foregoing rules limit this tariff 
to materials that are unloaded at the transit point, whereas 
your shipment was not so handled. While the tariff in question 
does not define “Concentration,” the tariff containing the con- 
centration rates may define that term. Webster’s New Inter- 
national Dictionary defines “Concentration” as ‘a bringing to 
a common center” and the term “concentrate” as “to gather 
into one body, mass, or force.” The usual acceptance of the 
term in traffic and transportation usage contemplates materials 
shipped to a point for accumulation, such as yarding or aggre- 
gating in some other manner, final destination being undeter- 
mined when shipment left origin, and later reshipping to market. 
Arkadelphia Milling Co. vs. St. L. S. W., 249 U. S. 134. Unless 
the inbound shipment is unloaded and placed with the common 
mass we doubt if it could be said to be concentrated. In Wool 
Rates Investigation, 1923, 91 I. C. C. 235 (281) the carriers were 
directed to establish concentration privileges or as an alterna- 
tive, rules permitting cars to stop in transit to complete loading. 
In Boston Wool Trade Association vs. A. Ry. Co., 144 I. C. C. 
111, complainants asked the Commission to require carriers to 
establish the stop-to-complete-loading rule, either in lieu of the 
existing concentration rules, or as an additional privilege, but 
the Commission declined to do so, saying: 


The gist of this proceeding is that complainant and others who do 
not maintain facilities for concentration are apparently at some dis- 
advantage * * *, Complainants may, by establishing such facilities, 
and by seeking additional concentration points if necessary, avail 
themselves of any advantages now enjoyed by their competitors. 


The foregoing cases clearly indicate the Commission does 
not consider the business of stopping cars to complete loading 
to be embraced within the purview of concentration tariffs. 


SOUTHEAST ADVISORY BOARD 
Representatives of every branch of agriculture, commerce, 
industry, and railroads will gather at Macon, Ga., June 7 for 
the twenty-sixth meeting of the Southeast Shippers’ Advisory 
Board. An attendance of approximately 450 is expected, ac- 
cording to the announcement. 
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Current and prospective trends of production, markets dis. 
tribution and stocks on hand within each industry will be sur. 
veyed and forecasts will be made of the volume of business 
anticipated in the third quarter of the year, as compared with 
the same period of 1928. 

The commodity committees of this board, it is Stated, est. 
mated within 3 per cent the total actual movement of al] com. 
modities in 1928. 

Reports to be presented by the railroads will show the con- 
ditions on the individual lines, and will reflect the ability og 
the carriers as a whole to handle efficiently and expeditiously aj 
tonnage to be offered. 

A. E. Clift, president, Central of Georgia, will spea, on 
“Modern Transportation Service.” W. E. Dunwody, president, 
Standard Brick and Tile Company, Macon, Ga., and A. M., Ste. 
phens, traffic manager, Standard Oil Company, Louisville, Ky, 
will present resumés of the growth of their respective indus. 
tries in the southeast. 

S. L. Yerkes, general chairman of the board and vice-pregj. 
dent of the Grider Coal Sales Agency, Birmingham, Ala, wij 
preside, assisted by E. Del Wood, traffic manager, Chattanooga 
Manufacturers’ Association, Chattanooga, Tenn., general secre. 
tary, and Thos. J. Burke, commissioner, Charleston Traffic By. 
reau, Charleston, S. C., vice-chairman. 


FREIGHT CLAIM CONVENTION 


The Trafic World Washington Bureay 


The bureau of service of the Commission stands ready to 
assist carriers and shippers in working out problems of mutual 
interest, and this applies to 
matters having as their ob- 
ject the reduction in the 
number and amounts of 
claims for loss and damage, 
according to an address made 
by W. P. Bartel, director of 
the bureau, before the freight 
claim division of the Amer- 
ican Railway Association in 
the closing hours of its con- 
vention last week. 

“A reduction in such 
claims means additional rev- 
enue to the carriers and 
avoids the trouble and ex- 
pense to the commercial 
world in the matter of dis- 
appointment, delay, and loss 
in that exchange of com- 
modities which is dependent 
upon prompt and_ “reliable 
transportation,” said he. “If, 
therefore, we can be of as- 
sistance in this regard we 
will be glad, upon proper re- 
quest, to co-operate whole- 
heartedly with you in an effort to help solve your problems.” 

Mr. Bartel related what the bureau had done about a year 
ago in connection with the establishment of standardized ship 
ping containers and estimated weights applicable thereto for 
the transportation of fresh vegetables and melons originating 
in the Rio Grande Valley in southern Texas. He said he had 
been informed that, as a result of the establishment of the 
uniform container, the loss and damage claims from the Rio 
Grande Valley in the past shipping season had been materially 
reduced. 


That the matter of properly loading, bracing, and bulk 
heading freight of descriptions requiring such protection was 
of very great importance was emphasized by Mr. Bartel in his 
discussion of activities of his bureau having a bearing on Te 
duction of loss and damage claims. 

“It is well recognized that every dollar saved in 108s 
and damage is a net dollar to the railroads, but I wish to 
emphasize the point that the opportunity for increasing the 
net earnings of the railroads by utilizing equipment to more 
nearly its full carrying capacity presents further possibility 
even in the face of the remarkable accomplishments already 
attained in the matter of increased efficiency and economy 
operation,” said Chairman Gormley, of the car service division 
of the American Railway Association, in his address. — 

“Based on the theory that the revenue on every additional 
pound of freight, up to a reasonable limit, loaded into a car 
over and above its previous loading is all net to the railroads, 
I believe it would mean $100,000,000 per year increase I net 
revenues for the carriers as a whole if the average tons Dé 
car was increased by 2,000 pounds. 

“Several years ago the car service division made the state 
ment that the railroads could handle the business of this cout 
try with 100,000 less freight cars providing the campaign ° 
elimination of the obsolete equipment and this campaign © 


J. D. SHIELDS, C. B. & Q, 
Chairman Freight Claim Division, 
A. R. A. 
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OVER-SEAS RAILWAYS, INC., 


(S.S. SEATRAIN) 


Offering a through non-break-bulk service to Cuba. Effective June 18th, 1929, 
sailings from New Orleans each Tuesday—from Havana each Friday. . 
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FOR RATES, BOOKINGS AND OTHER INFORMATION APPLY TO 
H. E. FRY, General Freight Agent, 1325 Hibernia Bank Building, New Orleans, La. 
Cc. W. GOLDSTEIN, General Western Agent, 1966 Railway Exchange Building, St. Louis, Mo. 
Cc. D. MALLORY & CO., General Eastern Agents, 11 Broadway, New York, N. Y. 
Cc. A. ANDERSON, Pacific Coast Agent, 149 California St., San Francisco, Cal. 
STANLEY F. MATTOON, Commercial Agent, 326% Avalon Boulevard, Los Angeles, Cal. 
ANTONIO RODRIGUEZ, General Freight Agent for Cuba, Obispo 75, Habana, Cuba 


GRAHAM M. BRUSH, President JOSEPH HODGSON, Vice-President 
1325 Hibernia Bank Bldg., New Orleans, La. 
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heavier load per car was properly carried out. Since January 
1, 1923, the railroads have placed in service 727,000 new freight 
cars, that is, either new or rebuilt. The railroads now own, 
exclusive of refrigerator cars, 75,000 fewer freight cars than 
we had when that program was started. There are 20,000 
additional freight cars which have either been condemned and 
will be retired or are in such need of repair as eventually to 
necessitate the removal of them from service. The railroads 
further have 285,000 box cars of 60,000 pounds capacity which 
are expensive, not only to maintain but have a low carrying 
capacity. 

“When you replace or get rid of these cars which have 
not been rebuilt in accordance to modern standards, and with 
the normal increase in business plus the better movement, 
better loading, a more prompt loading and unloading, the rail- 
roads of this country will be doing business with from 150,000 
to 175,000 fewer freight cars in 1932 than we had at the high 
point of ownership. This will not only increase the trackage 
facilities of the railroads but will also reduce the maintenance 
costs on equipment, to say nothing of reduced interest on in- 
vestment.” 

Mr. Gormley said that largely due to the cooperation be- 
tween the shippers and the railroads, through the various ship- 
pers’ regional advisory boards that have now been organized 
in all parts of the country, freight traffic is being handled 
with more expedition than ever before and without car shortage. 

“It has not been,” he continued, “so much a question of 
what the car service division has done in connection with car 
handling as it has been better coordination of the railroads 
among themselves and the more harmonious working between 
themselves and the public.” 


THE RISE OF JOHN J. BERNET 


HEN O. P. and M. J. Van Sweringen entered the steam 

railroad transportation business in 1916 by acquiring the 
Nickel Plate from the New York Central, they knew nothing 
about that business—but they picked a man to run it who did 
know it. 

How well John J. Bernet, who has now been selected by 
the Van Sweringens to head the Chesapeake & Ohio system, 
knows the railroad business is recorded in the progress made 
first by the Nickel Plate and more recently by the Erie under 
his supervision. 

At the time Bernet was employed by the Van Sweringens 
as president of the Nickel Plate, he was vice-president of the 
Lake Shore & Michigan 
Southern, a part of the 
New York Central sys- 
tem. 

The results obtained 
by him when he was 
putting the Nickel Plate 
“on the map” resulted in 
his selection as head of 
the Erie when the Van 
Sweringens expanded 
their railroad holdings 
to include that property. 

The Van Sweringen 
plan originally provided 
for unification of their 
railroads under the 
Nickel Plate, but, with 
refusal of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission 
to approve the Nickel 
Plate unification as pro 
posed, the plan was 
changed to provide for 
acquisition by the Chesa- 
peake & Ohio of the 
Erie and the Pere Mar- 
quette. The Commission 
approved that in part— 
it authorized acquisition 
by the Chesapeake & 
Ohio of control of the 
Pere Marquette. 

The selection of 
Bernet as president of the new Chesapeake & Ohio system is 
regarded as proof of the confidence the Van Sweringens have 
in him and of their appreciation of his ability as a railroad 
operator. If and when the Van Sweringen plan for unified 
operation of their properties is permitted to become effective, 
it is expected that Bernet will be at the top of that system. 

In his youth Bernet, who was born at Brant, N. Y., about 
sixty years ago, served under his father as an apprentice black- 
smith, after he had found himself unhappy in a “white collar” 
job He began his railroading career at the telegraph key, and 
passed from telegraph operator to train dispatcher, trainmaster, 
and assistant superintendent. From general superintendent he 


JOHN J. BERNET 
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rose to a vice-presidncy of the Lake Shore & Michigan South 
ern. The story goes that he had had his eye on the Possibilities 
of the Nickel Plate long before the Van Sweringens offereg him 
the presidency of that road. The late A. H. Smith, as President 
of the New York Central, it is related, in conversation with 
Bernet, referred to the Nickel Plate as “the poor old Nicke| | 
Plate.” Bernet’s reply was that it was not such a bad road— 
that he would not mind being president of it. He said he would 
rather be president of the Nickel Plate than a vice-president of 
the New York Central—provided he had a free hand. The Vay 
Sweringens later made him president with a free hand and he 
showed what could be done with the “poor old Nickel Plate” 

The Commission has approved the application of Mr, Berne 
and other Van Sweringen officials to hold the positions with 
the Chesapeake & Ohio and Pere Marquette as set forth in 
The Traffic World last week. 

Mr. Bernet was May 28 elected president of the Chesa- 
peake & Ohio, Hocking Valley, and Pere Marquette. Hig yp. 
habilitation reconstruction program on the Erie is now well under 
way and he is wanted by the Van Sweringens on the Chega. 
peake & Ohio, where, as head of the main stem of the new 
eastern consolidated system they hope to create, he can devote 
full attention to his duties as chief railroad advisor to them 
in operating problems and consolidation plans. 

Other Pere Marquette officers elected were O, F Van 


Sweringen, chairman of the board; W. J. Harahan, senior vice. 
president; F. H. Alfred, vice-president in charge of operation: 
Herbert Fitzpatrick, vice-president and general counsel; (¢, 8. 
J. L. Cramer, treasurer. 


Sikes, general auditor; 


ALLEGHENY ADVISORY BOARD 


It is expected that 500 representatives of industry and the 
railroads will attend the tenth regular meeting of the Allegheny 
Regional Advisory Board, which will open at New Castle, Penn, 
at 9:30 a. m. (daylight saving time), June 13. 

On the preceding day, June 12, the board’s executive and 
railroad contact committees will hold a meeting. The New 
Castle Chamber of Commerce will be host to the members at 
luncheon in the Field Club, at noon of that day. 

The Pennsylvania will operate a special train from Pitts. 
burgh to New Castle and return, June 13, for accommodation of 
board members. 

Twenty-four committees, representing the basic commodi- 
ties produced in the board’s territorial jurisdiction, which em. 
braces western Pennsylvania, eastern Ohio, northern West Vir. 
ginia, and the pan handle of Maryland, will present forecasts of 
the number of freight cars required for transportation of their 
outbound products in the months of July, August and Septen- 
ber, as compared with the actual number of cars used in the 
same three months of 1928. In addition, the commodity com- 
mittees will report on general conditions existing within their 
respective industries; stocks on hand at present, as compared 
with a year ago; class of service being rendered by the carriers 
on carload and less-carload inbound and outbound traffic; and the 
condition of freight cars supplied for loading. Operating, trans- 
portation and traffic officers of the railroads will report condi- 
tions existing on their lines. 

The meeting will be open to the public. All producers, re- 
ceivers and shippers of freight, and other representatives of 
industry and railroads and the public generally are invited, ac- 
cording to the announcement. 


E. L. DALTON DEAD 


E. L. Dalton, vice-president and traffic director of the 
American Radiator Company, Chicago, died at his home May 
28, the victim of a sudden heart attack. He was forty-five years 
old. He was a past president of the Traffic Club of Chicago and 
was generally thought one of the most efficient executive offi- 
cers that organization ever had. His promotion a short time 
ago to the vice-presidency of the company that employed him 
was regarded not only as a recognition of his personal worth 
but of the growing importance of the traffic manager's position. 


POSITIONS WANTED OR OPEN 


The rates for classified advertisements are as follows: First ~ 
sertion, $1 per line; minimum charge $3; succeeding insertions, oof 
line, 50 cents; 10 words to the line; numbers and abbreviations coun “ 
ayable in advance. Answers to keyed said 
ree of charge and all correspondence wet 

© WORLD, 418 South Ma 


as words; 6 point type; 
vertisements forwarded 
in strict confidence. THE TRAFFI 
Street, Chicago, Ill. 


POSITION WANTED—Traffic man, thirty-two years of 88% 
twelve years’ experience, competent, widely experienced in const 
tion and application of freight rates, desires position as indust™ 
traffic manager or rate analyst. Address N. I. S. 220, care Tra 
World, Chicago, IIl. 


BILLS OF LADING printed in a plant where men are famillt! 
with traffic technicalities. Let us send you examples, together 
samples of other Traffic Forms in a neat folder for your files. 
Traffic Service Corporation, 418 S. Market St., Chicago. 
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William J. Manley, assistant to the president of the Pitts- 
burgh and West Virginia, died suddenly at Pittsburgh, Pa., 
May 28, while in the office of a physician on whom he had 
called on account of a feeling of illness following a hard day 
on the line of the railroad. He lived in Cleveland, the head- 
quarters of the Pittsburgh and West Virginia. In the world 
war period Mr. Manley was connected with the car service 
division of the American Railway Association. 

Harold L. Knox has been appointed traveling freight agent, 
Seaboard Air Line, at Boston, succeeding George E. Carlton, 
resigned to accept service with another company. 

The following appointments have been made on the Clinch- 
field Railroad, at Cincinnati, effective June 15: E. S. Hiner, 
general western agent, succeeding F. P. McEwen, resigned to 
engage in other business; L. E. Sauer, commercial agent, suc- 
ceeding Mr. Hiner; A. J. Wissel, traveling freight agent, suc- 
ceeding Robert Naish, promoted to commercial agent at Colum- 
bus, O., succeeding Mr. Sauer; A. A. Overmeyer, soliciting 
freight agent, succeeding Mr. Wissel. 

James Finlay has been appointed manager industrial de- 
velopment, Michigan Central, at Detroit. J. H. Becker has 
been appointed assistant manager industrial development at 
Detroit. H. T. Rickerson has been appointed general perishable 
agent at Detroit. H. W. Miller has been appointed general 
agent at Toledo, succeeding Mr. Rickerson. W. D. Paine has 
been appointed traveling freight agent at Philadelphia, succeed- 
ing Mr. Miller. 

Chester A. Coburn has been appointed traveling freight 
agent, Merchants’ & Miners’ Transportation Company, at Bos- 
ton. Robert Fulton has been appointed freight representative, 
succeeding Mr. Coburn. 

J. R. Lee, commercial freight agent, B. & O., has been ap- 
pointed district freight representative, at Detroit. 

Harry G. Williams has resigned as traffic manager, Mohawk 
Carpet Mills, Amsterdam, N. Y., to become president and gen- 
eral manager, United Highway Transit Lines, Inc., a corporation 
recently created under the laws of New York to engage in 
operating truck lines between points in Pennsylvania, New 
Jersey, New York and the New England states, with head- 
quarters at Albany, N. Y. 

L. L. Hyde, general freight agent, L. E. & W. district of 
the Nickel Plate, has been retired at his own request. 

The treasury and accounting departments of the Louisiana 
and Arkansas have been moved to Shreveport, La. Effective 
May 8, the lines of the Louisiana Railway and Navigation Com- 
pany were taken over for operation by the L. & A. 

H. M. Nolan has been appointed commercial agent, Clyde 
Steamship Company and Mallory Steamship Company, with 
office at New Orleans. 

William L. Harper, general agent of the New York Central, 
in charge of coal operations in the Chicago district, died at 
St. Luke’s Hospital, Chicago, May 25. He was 68 and had 
been with the New York Central for 48 years. 

Charles H. Ryan, Jr., has been appointed general freight 
agent, in charge of solicitation, Louisville & Nashville, at Louis- 
ville. He entered the service of that line in 1894, as clerk in 
the freight office at Russellville, Ky. W. E. Chambers has been 
appointed assistant general freight agent, succeeding Mr. Ryan. 


DOINGS OF THE TRAFFIC CLUBS 


The Oklahoma City Traffic Club will hold a luncheon at 
the Y. M. C. A. June 3. 


The Traffic Club of Atlanta held its spring outing at the 
Black Rock Country Club May 30. Entertainment included a 
chicken dinner, golf, bridge, dancing, and other features. 


The Traffic Club of Chicago will hold its first golf outing 
of the season at the Calumet Country Club June 14. 


The by-laws of the Traffic Club of Philadelphia limit its 
resident membership to 450. That membership has been 
reached. 


The Birmingham Traffic and Transportation Club held a 
“Frisco Dinner Dance” at the Hollywood Country Club May 23, 
in honor of President J. M. Kurn, of the Frisco, and his official 
staff, consisting of J. R. Koontz, E. T. Miller, J. N. Cornatzer, 
vice-presidents; E. H. Bunnell, comptroller; F. H. Schaffer, 
general manager; S. S. Butler, general traffic manager, and 
others. There was an attendance of more than 300. John T. 
Cochrane, president, A. T. & N., was among other out-of-town 
guests. An address of welcome, on behalf of the club, was 
made by its president, R. A. McCaffrey, and a welcome, on be- 
half of the city, by J. M. Jones, Jr., president of the City Com- 


mission. Forney Johnson was toastmaster. A meetin 

ranged by the educational division of the club was held | - 

Chamber of Commerce, May 27, for the purpose of formi - 

Traffic Study Club. DE a 
The Traffic Club of Baltimore will hold its su : 

at the Green Spring Valley Hunt Club, Garrison, Bat 

County, Md., June 12. A golf tournament will be ‘then 

there will be swimming, baseball, tennis and other on 

tainment. nanead 
J. E. Carter, assistant general freight a 

Pacific, has been elected president of the Trafe Club Py nang 

ton, to succeed H. L. Browne, who has been appointed — 

York representative of the Houston Port Commission M rod 

F. D. French, manager, Houston Towing Company, has — 

elected vice-president, succeeding Mr. Bartle, who has — 

appointed Dallas representative of the Port Commission si 
Grace Dewey, whose picture is herewith presented, is the 

new president of the Women’s Traffic Club of Los Angeles 

which held its fourth annual banquet and installation of officer: 

at the Women’s Athletic ao 

Club, May 22. Organized in 

1925, with a charter member- 

ship of thirty-five, this club 

was the first organization of 

its kind in America. Women 

in other cities have followed 

its example and today there 

are several women’s traffic 

clubs. Women are eligible 

for membership who hold ex- 

ecutive positions in repre- 

sentative business firms and 

transportation systems— 

women who are directly in- 

terested in traffic work. The 

Los Angeles club has now 

a total of eighty members. 

The banquet was one of the 

outstanding events in the 

club’s history, marking a year of progress and accomplishment 

greater than any other. Sixty members were in attendance, with 

Mrs. Norman Dumarant and Judge May Lahey, who was the 

principal speaker of the evening, as guests. Jack Lang, ac- 

companied by Alfred Sizeman, entertained with vocal selections. 

Judge Lahey addressed the club on the subject, “Traffic From 

a Different Viewpoint.” As a token of appreciation of her work 

of the last year, the club presented Helen Hughes, retiring 

president, a fitted case. Mrs. Vera Hess presented the gift. 

The new officers are: President, Grace Dewey, Westland Ware- 

houses, Inc.; first vice-president, Dissie M. Phipps, Norton, 

Lilly & Co.; second vice-president, Thelma Benstein, Walker's, 

Inc.; recording secretary, Ann Boecking, American Hawaiian 

Steamship Co.; corresponding secretary, Elizabeth Porter, Achi- 

son, Topeka & Santa Fe R. R.; secretary-treasurer, Emma 

Kentz, Union Pacific System; sergeant-at-arms, Carrie Hellyer, 

Lyon Van & Storage Co. 


The Miami Valley Traffic Club held its “Spring Dance” at 
the Miami Hotel, Dayton, O., May 21. C. R. Carlton, district 
passenger agent, Pennsylvania, was in charge of arrangements. 
There was a large turn-out at the first meeting of the golfers. 
B. E. Olsen, chairman of the golf committee, announced the 
next tournament will be held at Hamilton, O., June 20. The 
club will hold its annual outing at Dayton June 6. J. E. Haynes, 
Frigidaire Corporation, will be in charge. 


The Traffic Club of St. Louis held a luncheon, the last until 
fall, at the Jefferson Hotel May 27. 


The Indianapolis Traffic Club held its annual spring dinner 
and dance at the Severin Hotel May 23. L. E. Banta, past 
president of the club, was the guest speaker on a program 
broadcast by the Universal Club from station WKBF May 16. 
He gave a resume of traffic club activities and discussed their 
relation to civic betterment and industrial expansion. The 
club has been invited to attend the annual spring outing of 
the Transportation Club of Louisville at West Baden, Ind, 
June 8 and 9. 


The Canton Traffic Club will hold its tenth annual outing 
at the Shady Hollow Country Club June 25. An attendance of 
about 225 is expected. 


The Traffic Club of Syracuse (N. Y.) will hold its annual 
outing at Shore Acres, Cazenovia Lake, June 20. 


Officials of the Goodrich Transit Company invited mem: 
bers of the Junior Traffic Club of Chicago and their guests to 
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an outing on board the S. S. Alabama, for an afternoon cruise 
along the shore of Lake Michigan, June 1. Moving pictures 
will be shown and dancing and other entertainment will be 
provided. The monthly meeting of the club will be held June 6. 


The Junior Traffic Club of St. Louis held an excursion to 
Springfield, Ill., Decoration Day, May 30. The trip included a 
visit to Lincoln’s tomb. Fred Rose has been elected president 
of the bowling league for the next season. 


The Transportation Club of St. Paul held a luncheon at the 
Union Depot dining room May 28. Entertainment and a moy- 
ing picture, “The Trail of the Olympian,” was provided by the 
C, Bi Be ©. a@ F. 


The Tri-State Traffic Club, Joplin, Mo., will hold its semi- 
annual meeting in the form of a luncheon at the Connor Hotel 
June 4. Carl R. Gray, president of the Union Pacific, will be 
the principal speaker. Following the luncheon a golf tourna- 
ment will be held at Schifferdecker Municipal Golf Course. 


The nominating committee of the Bridgeport Traffic Asso- 
ciation has presented the following nominations to be voted on at 
the annual meeting to be held in June: President E. F. Deyo, 
DuPont Fabrikoid Company; vice-president, Harold Delacour, 
Bullard Company; secretary, Alpheus Winter, Manufacturers’ 
Association; ireasurer, S. J. Heneghan, Bridgeport Hardware 
Manufacturing Corporation; executive committee, H. J. Benzie, 
General Electric Company; C. J. Huntting, American Chain 
Company; W. H. Skinner, Remington Arms Company; F. J. 
Rizy, Dictaphone Corporation, and S. HE. Sanford, Harvey Hub- 
bell, Inc. The annual meeting and outing will be held June 18. 


More than 100 members and 25 guests participated in the 
first of five monthly golf tournaments planned by the Omaha 
Traffic Club, at the Lakewood Country Club May 23. Among 
the prize winners were Warren W. Brown, W. V. C. McCormick, 
F. F. Colbridge, J. S. Chartrand, Frank Briggs, of Kansas City, 
and H. W. Johnson, of Chicago. 


The Traffic Club of the Manufacturers’ Association of Lan- 
caster, Pa., held its annual meeting in the form of a banquet 
at the Stephens House, May 20. The following officers were 
elected: <A. J. Kohler, president; Karl B. Kuhlman, vice-presi- 
dent, and A. H. Spinner, secretary and treasurer. Following 
the election, a program of entertainment was presented. 


The Traffic Club of Tulsa held its weekly luncheon at the 
Mayo Hotel May 14. James F. Lawrence, commerce counsel, 
addressed the members on “Section 1 of the Interstate Com- 
merce Act.” This was the first of a series of lectures planned 
by the educational committee on the interstate commerce act. 
It is intended to have a speaker treat each section, from time 
to time, until the entire act has been reviewed. This was the 
final luncheon until fall. A buffet supper and night meeting 
will be held June 28, at the Mayo Hotel, for the purpose of 
voting on proposed changes in the constitution and by-laws. 
The club will hold its ninth annual golf tournament and outing 
on June 11 and 12. The first day will be devoted to the golf 
tournament, consisting of a 36-hole medal play, at Oakhurst 
Country Club. The golf committee has provided twenty prizes. 
The outing and picnic will be held at the Sand Springs Park 
on the 12th. Entertainment will consist of dancing, music, 
refreshments, chicken dinner, games and contests, and the an- 
nual bridge party. 


The Association of Traffic Students, Cincinnati, held its fifth 
annual banquet May 27 at the Broadway Hotel. At the elec- 
tion, held following the dinner, J. S. Birsinger was elected 
chairman; Jos. Woeste, vice-chairman; F. H. Topmiller, secre- 
tary, and R. V. Marienthal, treasurer. The meeting was ad- 
dressed by Theo. Davis, president, Cincinnati Traffic Club; 
T. J. McLaughlin, University of Cincinnati, and by the newly 
elected officers. The Lumber ‘Traffic Association, through Mr. 
Davis, was presented with a brief case in appreciation of the 
assistance and cooperation given the club in the last year. The 
program for the coming year calls for monthly dinner meetings 
at a downtown hotel, followed by open forum discussion of 
traffic events and matters of interest. 


At the spring outing and election, held at the Arlington 
Country Club May 23, the Columbus Transportation Club elected 
the following officers: President, C. E. Vetth, Smith Agricultural 
Chemical Company; vice-president, J. W. Skeen, Norfolk & West- 
ern; secretary, W. A. Bickel, Hocking Valley; treasurer, N. S. 
Worrell, American Zinc Oxide Company; board of governors, 
C. A. Suydam, Keever Starch Company; A. L. Gilmore, Nickel 
Plate, and L. H. Mussman, Big Four. 


The Traffic Club of Newark will hold its monthly meeting 
June 3 at the Chamber of Commerce. It will be known as 
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“Industrial Night.” The entertainment will be furnished 
members who represent shipping interests. One of the My 
standing features will be the “Ingram Shavers,” qa trio ton 
senting the Bristol Meyers Company. An orchestra will ae 
be furnished and a collation will be served after the meeting 

The Oakland Traffic Club held its monthly meeting at th 
Athens Athletic Club May 21. Following the dinner, a busine : 
session was held at which an amendment to the by-laws = 
viding for honorary membership in the club of any menieer 
non-member who distinguishes himself in the activities of the 
club or in the transffic and transportation field generally on 
adopted. It was decided to hold at least one meeting at en 
resaurant at the Municipal Airport in the near future, G. Han. 
old Proter, manager of the Pacific division, Radio Corporation 
of America, was the principal speaker. His subject wag “Radio 
in Transportation and Industry.” He discussed the development 
of radio, expressing the opinion that its future development 
and uses would be far-reaching in their effects on commerce 
as well as the private life of the individual. 


The Los Angeles Transportation Club, Women’s Traffic Club 
and Rail and Water Club held a joint educational meeting at 
the Alexandria Hotel May 27. The speakers and their subjects 
were as follows: Major C. C. Mosley, vice-president, Trans. 
Continental Air Transport, “Operation and Technical Features 
of Air Transport;” Harris W. Beck, western traffic manager 
Trans-Continental Air Transport, “Passenger Development in 


- Air Transportation;” David M. Roth, memory expert, “Twenty- 


Minute Illustrated Talk on Memory Control,” and Capt. Clyde 
Plummer, chief of detectives, district attorney’s office, “Present 
Day Crime Problems.” 


The San Antonio Traffic Club held a meeting at the Plaza 
Hotel May 27. Wallace Carnahan was in charge. The Rev. 


Rolfe P. Crum, St. Mark’s Church, was the speaker. 


PACKING OF HARDWARE 


The National Hardware Association of the U. S., through 
its secretary-treasurer, G. A. Fernley, Philadelphia, has ad- 
dressed members on the subject of the packing of goods of 
various freight classifications. 

“For a number of years,” it says, “the packing of items 
carrying different freight classifications has been a source of 
considerable annoyance and expense to our members, owing 
to the ruling of the classification committees that it is necessary 
that an entire box or case be classified according to the highest 
classification of any article which may be contained in the box. 

“Our attention has recently been called to the fact that 
some of the railroads have placed men at the depots who are 
opening hardware shipments and examining the contents in 
order to ascertain whether shipments are being classified in 
accordance with the rules of the classification committees. 

“It is realized that it is impracticable and almost impos- 
sible for any hardware wholesaler to have their packers so 
familiar with the various classifications as to be able to pack 
goods of similar classification in the same case. 

“We are writing at this time to draw this matter to your 
attention and to ask whether you have had any recent diffi- 
culties with it and also whether you have been able to solve 
this problem in a practical, workable manner which is satisfac- 
tory to you, your customers and the railroads. Just as soon 
as we receive replies to this letter from our members a report 
on this subject will be compiled giving all the information it 
is possible for us to gather.” 

Replying to this circular letter, R. C. Johnston, of the 
Schwabacher Hardware Company, Seattle, wrote as follows: 


This is, indeed, a difficult proposition for the hardware jobber, 
on account of our numerous miscellaneous items. We appreciate that 
our packing department cannot be made entirely acquainted with 
the classification. Therefore, we have reduced our instructions to 
them to the minimum, giving them a list to follow and constantly 
calling their attention to same. 

For instance: ‘‘To be packed separately and described correctly 
according to classification,’ sporting goods, iron and steel articles 
such as wedges, bolts, nuts, washers, rivets, iron pipe fittings, iron 
butts or hinges, and so on. The list is not necessarily long but 
covers the cheaper and heavier commodities. Shelf hardware is usually 
packed together and marked “hardware” or “tools.” We caution them 
to pack and mark tinware and enamelware as nested, whenever 
possible. In other words, we merely aim to caution them on the 
major or important items that we are shipping daily and on which 
there is a considerable difference in classification and freight rates. 

In our shipping department we have a man typing bills of lading 
who is furnished with a elassification and is expected to familiarize 
himself with same. Thus, when his shipping tag arrives from the 
stock floors or packing room, and is improperly written up, he properly 
describes the items on his bill of lading as per the classification. 
We might illustrate this operation by referring to ‘‘stoves, cast iron, 
iron, wire cloth, stove pipe iron cut to shape and nested” and aul? 
a few other such items which if not properly described take a muc 
higher rate than is necessary. These are often inadequately de- 
scribed as ‘‘wire cloth,’’ ‘“‘stove pipe,’’ ‘‘stoves.”’ " 

Thus, our main dependence for proper description of the miso 
laneous items and knowledge of the classification is placed with e+} 
shipping department. We claim that a shipping department shou 
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O ee ur 
office 
tries to 
run the 
business 
dur ing 
vacations 


Office staffs are about 24 nor- 
mal during the vacation peri- 
od and no form of substitute 
can replace the brains of busi- 
ness on a holiday. The Edi- 
phone is the one and only 
office tool you can depend 
upon to double the capacity 
of individuals and keep busi- 
ness moving as usual with 
depleted forces. 


Let us prove this at your desk. Tele- 
phone “The Ediphone,” your City, and 
ask for the book, “An Easy Way to Chart 


Your Correspondence.” 


Ask for Travel Service 


THOMAS A. EDISON, Ine. 


ORANGE, N. J. 
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Radio Program Monday Evenings 


Get More Money 
for Yourself 


By Making More for Your Employer 


HERE’S a proved way to salary increase— 


—help your employer to get more business or to make 
more profit on his present business. 

The trained trafic man has an unusually fine opportunity 
to do both, for he is at the center of the business. He 
influences the handling and expense of incoming materials 
and outgoing products. The economies and efficiencies he 
suggests can be passed on to customers in lower prices or 
better service—thus bringing in more business—or they can 
be cashed in on the profit account. In either case, the traffic 
man who makes this possible is certain to be rewarded. 

For instance, W. H. Story, Traffic Manager ef the American 
Seeding Machine Company, Springfield, Ohio, cut the freight 
cost of his firm just in half—and his salary went up corre- 
spondingly. L. V. Mullett, freight clerk for Mutschler Bros., 
Nappanee, Ind., devised a new system of handling shipments 
which cut costs to both his firm and its customers—his salary 
went up 140 per cent and he was made Traffic Manager. 
Detection and collection of freight overcharges of $10,600 in 
one year brought a salary boost of 200 per cent to C. E. Veth, 
Traffic Manager of Columbus, Ohio. L. E. Everson, assistant 
purchasing agent in Two Rivers, Wis., was made Traffic 
Manager when he helped his general manager save $27,787 
on one year’s traffic. 


You Can Do the Same 


LaSalle training in Traffic Management was one big factor 
in helping each of these men make these records. It gave 
them in organized, practical form the fundamentals of traffic 
management, and helped them in the immediate use of these 
principles. It helped them get in a few months of their spare 
time—and at low cost—advanced traffic knowledge and ability 
which it would have taken them years to get in the school 
of day-by-day experience. It can do the same for you—speed 
up your progress—help you help your employer more. 

f you want bigger success in this profitable, interesting 
field of traffic management, it will pay you to read at once 
the valuable 64-page booklet, “Traffic Management,” prepared 
by LaSalle Extension University for the ambitious traffic man. 
It will take only a moment to fill out the coupon below and 
a two-cent stamp to mail it—but the action may affect you 
favorably all the rest of your life. 


LaSalle Extension University 
Dept. 695-TR, Chicago 


I shall be glad to have your 64-page book “Opportunities in Traffic 
Management,”” and also a copy of “Ten Years’ Promotion in One,” all 
without obligation. 


C] Traffic Management 


Other LaSalle Opportunities: LaSalle opens the 
way to success in every important field of business. 
If more interested in one of the fields indicated below, 
check here. 


() Railway Station [) C. P. A. Coaching 
Management {_} Business Correspondence 
Business Management’ [_] Industrial Management 

: Modern Salesmanship ([_} Personnel Management 
Higher Accountancy Moderna Foremanship 

[} Law: Degree of LL.B. Telegraphy 

(_} Banking and Finance ([_] Commercial Law 
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have a thorough knowledge of the classification as it pertains to our 
jine. 

Our next measure of precaution is the handling of our prepaid 
freight bills. In this locality a large number of our shipments - 
out prepaid and of course the prepaid bills as rendered to us by 
the transportation company are usually described and rated in ac- 
cordance with the bills of lading as submitted by our shipping clerk. 
Our traffic department carefully checks all prepaid freight bills and 
when we find our shipping department is not properly classifying 
certain goods their attention is immediately called to same and this 
error corrected. Thus, we are able to keep a close check on the 
man we largely hold responsible. 

This matter offers us an opportunity to put over some propa- 
ganda through your office that we think might do a lot of good. To 
start with, we might mention that the Associated Traffic Clubs of 
America, some 50 in number, are carrying on an educational campaign 
among shippers endeavoring to have them give more attention to 
the transportation phase of their business. Their consideration of 
this phase of business in the past has been very much neglected. 
They are attempting to induce shippers to sufficiently recognize the 
importance of this phase of their business to the end that they 
will realize they must have a capable traffic department. If such 


a department is created many losses and leaks can be eliminated. 
The traffic department should have jurisdiction over the packing room 
wnd shipping department, in so far as the transportation phase is con- 
cerned, or the very matter that you have submitted. 





Digest of New Complaints 





S 


No. 22206. Sub. No. 43. 
Santa Fe et al. 
Same complaint and prayer shipments Kansas, 
Illinois to Michigan points. 
No. 22219. Seele Bros. Grain Co., East St. Louis, Ill., vs. C. & A. et al. 
Charges in violation sections 1 and 6 of act, grain, St. Louis, 
Mo., to Memphis, Tenn. Asks reparation. 
No. 22206. Sub. No. 46. Goodwin Bros. Automobile Co., 
Ind., vs. Santa Fe et al. 
Rates in violation section 6, petroleum products, Oklahoma and 
Kansas to Indiana points. Asks reparation. 
No. 22206. Sub. No. 47. Charles A. Pence, Hebron, O., 
Fe et al. 
Same complaint and prayer, shipments Arkansas, 
Oklahoma to Ohio points. 
No. 22222. Refiners Oil Co., Dayton, O., vs. A. C. & Y. et al. 
Charges in violation section 6 of act, petroleum products, Ark- 
ansas, Illinois, Kansas, Louisiana, Oklahoma and Texas points to 
points in Ohio. Asks refund. 
No. —— North American Provision Co., Chicago, IIll.,- vs. C. 
et al. 
Unreasonable charges, eggs, 
W. Va. Asks reparation. 
No. 22224. Armour and Co., Chicago, Ill., vs. A. C. & Y. et al. 
Unreasonable rates, soda ash and caustic soda, Detroit and 
Wyandotte, Mich., Alkali, Barberton and Painesville, O., to Kan- 
sas City, South Omaha, Neb., Sioux City, Ia., and St. Joseph, 
Mo. Asks rates for future and reparation. 
No. 22225. U. S. Mica Mfg. Co., Forest Park, Ill., vs. C. C. & O. et al. 
Unreasonable rates, scrap or waste crude mica, unground, 
Franklin and Spruce Pine, N. C., to Rutherford, N. J., and Forest 
Park, Ill. Asks rates for future. 


No. Fm Heller & Merz Co., New York, N. Y., vs. Central of New 
ersey. 

Unreasonable charges, china clay, Philadelphia, 
ark, N. J. Asks rate for future and reparation. 
No. 22227. Van Deren Hardware Co., Lexington, Ky., vs. Erie et al. 

Charges violation sections 1 and 4 of act, prepared roofing, 
Niagara Falls, N. Y., to Hazard, Ky. Asks reparation. 
No. 22228. Frank Biggio & Son et al., Chicago, Ill., vs. F. E. C. et al. 
Rates in violation sections 1 and 3 of act, vegetables and other 
perishable produce, points in Florida to Chicago, Ill., as compared 
with rates from points in Alabama, Mississippi, Louisiana, Texas, 


Wayco Oil Corporation, Detroit, Mich., vs. 


Oklahoma and 


Newcastle, 


vs. Santa 


Kansas and 


& O. 


Lebanon, Tenn., to Charleston, 


Pa., to New- 


California, Virginia and Tennessee. Asks rates for future and 
reparation. 
No, 22229. Kewaunee Mfg. Co., Kewaunee, Wis., vs. C. St. P. M. & 


O. et al. 

Unreasonable rates and charges, aquariums, Minneapolis, Minn., 
to Kewaunee, Wis. Asks reparation. 

No. 22230. American Cotton Waste & Linter Exchange et al., Boston, 
Mass., vs. B. & O. et al. 

Illegal rates and charges, shredded rags, Glendale, N. Y., and 
Philadelphia, Pencoyd and Manayunk, Pa., to various interstate 
destinations. Asks rates for future and reparation. 

No. 22231. Van Camp Products Co., Louisville, Ky., vs. L. & N. et al. 

Rate in excess of rates published to Flushing, N. Y., cottonseed 
oil, Decatur, Ala., to Flushing, N. Y. Asks reparation. 

No. 22232. Knoxville Freight Bureau et al., Knoxvillé, Tenn., vs. 
Southern et al. 

Rates in violation sections 1 and 3 of act, cattle, S. D. carloads, 
and hogs, D. D. carloads, Chicago, Ill., and points taking same 
rates, Lafayette and Indianapolis, Ind., Paris and Peoria, IIl., St. 
Louis, Kansas City and St. Joseph, Mo., and Omaha, Neb., to 
Knoxville, Tenn. Allege lower rates to competing points in Ohio, 
Kentucky, North Carolina, South Carolina, Virginia, Georgia, 
Alabama and other states. Ask rates for future and reparation. 

No. 22233. Grovier-Starr Produce Co., Hutchinson, Kan., vs. Arkansas 
Valley Interurban et al. 

Unreasonable rates and charges, peaches, points in Arkansas 
to points in Kansas. Asks rates for future and reparation. 

No. 22234. Omaha (Neb.) Chamber of Commerce Traffic Bureau vs. 
Railway Express Agency, Inc. 

Unreasonable rates and charges, express matter between Greater 
Omaha and points in Iowa, Nebraska and Kansas within defined 
sub-blocks. Asks rates for future. 

No. 9 George F. Burt & Co. et al., Lincoln, Neb., vs. C. & N. W. 
et al. 

Charges in violation first three sections of act, bananas, straight 
and mixed carloads with cocoanuts, Mobile, Ala., New Orleans, 


La., and Gulfport, Miss., to Lincoln and Fairbury, Neb. Alleges . 


Omaha, Neb., Sioux City, Ia., Atchison, Kan., and St. Joseph, Mo., 
preferred. Ask rates for future and reparation. 
No. 22236. Wabash Portland Cement Co., Detroit, Mich., vs. Indiana 
Service Corporation et al. 
Stroh, Ind., Ind., 


Unreasonable charges, cement, to Roanoke, 
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and points intermediate thereto via interstate routes. 





No. ° . I. Anderson & Co. et al., Greensbor J 
Cc. et al. boro, N. C., vs. Fp 







Rates and charges in violation sections 1 and 4 of act 
vegetables, points in Georgia and Florida to points in North fresh 
lina and South Carolina. Ask rates for future and reparati Cato. 

No. 22238. Speyer & Co., Lexington, Ky., vs. C. N. 0. & T. po 

Rate in violation sections 1 and 4 of act, scrap iron, Wait al. 

‘. Ky. to Cincinnati, 3 Asks reparation. | » Wallace, 
°. . Ss rove me ortland ement Co. 
Kansas City, Mo., vs. C. & N. W. et al. of Nebraska, 

Unreasonable rates, cement, Louisville, Neb., to St. Pay] Mi 
sota Transfer and Minneapolis, Minn., as compared with jo” 
from points at which competitors are situated in Missourj _ 
sas, Indiana, Iowa, Illinois and Duluth, Minn. Asks rates 4 


future. 
Holt, assignee of Arkansas Basket Manufacturing 
















No. 22240. S. A. 
Co., Inc., Little Rock, Ark., vs. Mo. Pac. 

Rates in violation sections 1 and 3 of act, logs, Oak Gp 
La., and Roland, Okla., to Little Rock, Ark., manufatcureq ae 
baskets and reshipped. Asks reparation. nto 

No. 22241. The Barrett Co., New York, N. Y., vs. W.& LE et al 

Unreasonable rates, coal tar oil, Cincinnati, O., Detroit, Mich. 
and Toledo, O., to Philadelphia, Pa. Asks rates for future and 
reparation. n 

No. 22242, Southern Carbon Co., Monroe, La., vs. A. C. & Y. et al 

Unreasonable rate and charges, carbon black, Borger, Tex. t 
Akron and East Akron, O., reshipped from Akron and East Aicron 
to Swartz, La. Asks cease and desist order and reparation } 

No. 22243. Kansas City (Kan.) Cut Stone Co. vs. C. M. & St. P- et al 

Unreasonable rates, rough stone, Bedford, Ind., and Bedford 
district rate points, to Kansas City, Kan.-Mo. Asks rates for 
future and reparation. ‘ 

No. 22244. F. J. Baffert et al., trading as Baffert & Leon, Tucson } 
Ariz., et al. vs. Arizona Eastern et al. i a 

Unreasonable rates, sugar, California points to Arizona points 

Asks rates for future and reparation. ‘ 
No. 22245. Sinclair Oil & Gas Co., Tulsa, Okla., vs. Louisiana & North 
West et al. 

Overcharges on k. d. steel derricks, Burkburnett, Tex., to Homer 

La. Asks reparation. ‘ 
No. 22246. Gates Hardware Co., Tulsa, Okla., vs. M.-K.-T. et al, 

Unreasonable rates, fencing material, Kokomo, Ind., to Tulsa 
Okla., roofing material, Indianapolis, Ind., to Tulsa. Rates charged 
higher than those from Louisville, Ky. Asks reparation. 

No. 22247. L. E. K. Oil Co., Inc., Hempstead, N. Y., vs. Central of 
New Jersey et al. 

Unreasonable rates and charges, petroleum products, Bayonne 
Bayway, Carteret and Warners, N. J., to Mineola-Garden City, 
N. Y. Asks reparation. 

No. 22248. Deslauriers Column Mould Co., New York, N. Y., vs. At- 
lantic City R. R. Co. et al. 

Unreasonable rates and charges, steel forms or moulds for con- 
crete building construction, interstate, between points in eastern 
trunk line territory, in the states of New Jersey, New York, 
Pennsylvania, Delaware, Maryland, Virginia, West Virginia, and 
New England states and particularly between points in said 
states and Jersey City, N. J. Asks cease and desist order and 
reparation. 

No, 22249. Columbia Malleable. Casting Corporation, Columbia, Pa., 
vs. Pennsylvania et al. 

Complainant will be subjected to payment of charges for trans- 
portation, which will be unreasonable and discriminatory between 
complainant’s plants and other industries located at Columbia, Pa. 
Asks same treatment accorded other industries at Columbia, 

No. 22250. M. A. Joy, Terrell, Tex., et al. vs. M.-K.-T. et al. 

Practitces in violation sections 1 and 3 of act, with respect 
to transportation of cotton, points in Oklahoma to foreign des- 
tinations because defendants cause cotton to be compressed in 
transit at compress of Traders Compress Co. Ask rules and prac- 
tices for future. 

No. 22260. Interstate Commerce Commission vs. Pennsylvania R. R. 
Co. and Pennsylvania Co. 

Clayton act complaint filed by Commission alleging violation 
of the act because of ownership by respondents of Wabash and 
Lehigh Valley stock. 

No. 22251. The Wander Co., Chicago, Ill., vs. A. & R. et al. 

Rates in violation section 6 of act, Ovaltine, Villa Park, Ill, 
New York City, Philadelphia, Los Angeles and San Francisco to 
Destinations throughout United States. Asks reparation of 
$40,000. 

No. 22252. Jackson (Miss.) Traffic Bureau for Burnsville Oil Co. et al. 
vs. Santa Fe et al. 

Unreasonable rates, petroleum and its products, points in Ark- 
ansas, Louisiana, Texas and Oklahoma to points in Mississippi 
and Alabama. Ask rates for future and reparation. 

No. 22253. Standard Oil Co. (Ky.), Louisville, Ky., vs. C. C. & O. etal. 

Charges in violation sections 1, 2 and 6 of act, petroleum lubri- 
cating grease combined or mixed with wool waste and in mixed 
carloads with other petroleum products, Pittsburgh, Pa., to 
Birmingham, Fairfield and Pratt City, Ala. Asks rates for future 
and reparation. 


No. 22254. Anniston Traffic Bureau, Anniston, Ala., vs. L. & N. et al 
Rates on potatoes, points in W. T. L. territory to Anniston, 
Ala., unreasonable, prejudicial and preferential of dealers at 
Gadsden and Birmingham, Ala. Asks cease and desist order and 
rates for future. 5 


No. 22255. United Paperboard Co., Inc., New York, N. Y., vs. Boston 
& Maine et al. 

Charges in violation sections 1 and 3 of act, paperboards, 
Whippany, N. J., to Massachusetts and Connecticut. Alken 
Whippany which takes same rates as from Philadelphia, Pa., 18 
improperly grouped. Asks rates for future and reparation. 

No. 22256. Retort Chemical Co., Mossy Head, Fla., vs. L. & N. ; 

Rates in violation sections 1 and 3 of act, wood charcoa,, 
Mossy Head, Fla., to New Orleans, La., because in excess is 
rates from other nearby shipping points to New Orleans. As 
reparation. 

No. 22257, South Dakota Concrete Products Co. et al., Watertown, 
Ss. D., vs. C. & N. W. et al. ’ ter- 
Unreasonable rates and charges, reinforced concrete pipe, Wate F 
town, S. D., and Schmidt, N. D., to points in North Dakota am 
South Dakota via interstate routes. Ask rates for future am 
reparation. t al 
No. 22258. J. W. Edgerly & Co., Ottumwa, Ia., vs. C. B. & Q. 4% 
Rates in violation section 4, denatured alcohol, New Orleans, +4. 
to Ottumwa, Ia. Asks rates for future and reparation. . 
No. 22259. Greensboro Cut Stone Co., et al., Greensboro, N. C. ¥® 
I. C. et al. tord 
Rates violation first four sections of act, sawed stone, Bedfore, 
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Fast Freight Service: Mexico 


Through the Ports of Tampico 
and Veracruz and the National 
Railways of Mexico 


From Veracruz to: 
Mexico City 23 hours 
Pachuca- - 23 hours 
Puebla - - 20 hours 


From Tampico to: 
Mexico City 47 hours 
Pachuca- - 47 hours 


The National Railways of Mexico form the larg- 
est rail system in Mexico (8465 miles of track) 
serving 22 states, or approximately 76% of the 


total territory of the Republic. 


Weekly Services: New York (Ward Line) 
New Orleans (Cuyamel Line — Mexican- 


: s For complete information, communicate with 
American Line.) 


F. P. De it a, Com Agent G. B Aenean, Gen, Agent 
i ‘ P 1515 Penn Building 2195 Ry. Exc g. 
Through bills of lading issued by New York City St. Louis, Mo. 
steamship lines to all destinations F.N. Puente, Gen. Agt. A. Horcasitas, Com. Agt. 


F. C. Lona, Com. ; 
- , : Monadnock Bid Whitney Bank Bldg. 301 Marquette Buildi 
on the National Railways of Mexico Geka Ca |" iMewGen La —_—__ 


Se oe aa NER sa ners ennai fa set cert 2 management te enemies hen pingnns — eens: A smcemnnammnrnan 


Kansas City its 


ADAMS 


_ SRANSE ER and STORAGE CO. 


Responsible — Reliable ~ Remonable 
228-236 WEST FOURTH STREET — “Surrounded by the Wholesale District” 


Merchandise Storage — Low Insurance Rates City Delivery Service, Twice Daily 
Pool Car Distribution Prompt and Efficient Service 
Freight Forwarders and Distributors Excellent System of Stock Records and Reports 


Members: American Chain of Warehouses, American Warehousemen’s Association, Traffic 
Club of K.C., Kansas City Chamber of Commerce, United States Chamber of Commerce. 


WRITE US FOR INFORMATION AND RATES 


rex | Truck for every purpose in Our Siaty-five unit fleet 
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Ind., and Bedford district points, to Greensboro and Durham, N. 

C., as compared with rates to High Point, N. C., and other points 

in Carolinas. Asks rates for future and reparation. 

No. . The Interstate Amiesite Co., et al., Wilmington, Del., vs. 

A. & R. et al. 

Rates in violation sections 1 and 3 of act, crushed stone (or 
slag) coated with oil and/or asphaltum, Smyth, N. C., Atlanta, 
Ga., Birmingham, Ala., and High Bridge, Ky., to points in the 
Carolinas, Georgia, Tennessee, Kentucky, Alabama, Mississippi, 
Louisiana, Florida and Virginia, as compared with rates from 
Colrock and Margerum, Ala. Ask rates for future. 

No, 22262. Swift & Co., Chicago, Ill., vs. A. & R. et al. 

Rates in violation sections 1 and 3 of act, dressed poultry, but- 
ter and eggs, points in Kansas, Oklahoma and Texas to points 
in the Carolinas, Florida, Tennessee, Georgia and Alabama. Kan- 
— Asks cease and desist order and reparation 
of ,000. 

No. 22263. Richmond (Va.) Mica Corporation vs. A. C. & Y. et al. 

Unreasonable rates and charges, ground mica, ground or pul- 
verized mica schist, Richmond, Va., to points in Ontario, Massa- 
chusetts, Maryland, New York and other states. Asks rates for 
future and reparation. 

No. 22264. Miami Tile Co., Miami, Fla., vs. Southern et al. 

Unreasonable rates and charges, polished marble, Knoxville, 
Tenn., to Miami, Fla. Asks reparation. 

- H. J. Lewis Co. et al., Kalamazoo, Mich., vs. Michigan 
entral. 

Rates, charges, weights in violation first three sections of act, 
fruits and vegetables, Chicago, Ill., to Kalamazoo, Mich. Asks 
relief for future and reparation. 

" . H. S. Crocker Co., Inc., San Francisco, Calif., vs. Rock 
Island et al. 

Unreasonable rate, duplicating machines, Chicago, IIl., to Los 
Angeles, Sacramento and San Francisco, Calif. Asks rate for 
future and reparation. 

No. 22267. Missouri Gravel Co., LaGrange, Mo., vs. C. B. & Q. 

Rates and charges in violation sections 1 and 3 of act, sand 
and gravel, LaGrange, Mo., to points in Iowa. Asks rates for 
future and reparation. 

No. 22267. Sub. No. 1. Same vs. Same et al. 

Same complaint and prayer. 

No. 22268. The Tri-State Traffic Co., Birmingham, Ala., vs. I. C. et al. 

Rates in violation first three sections of act, cabbage, Union 
Grove, Kenosha and other Wisconsin points to Birmingham, Ala. 
Asks rates for future and reparation. 

No. _——_ a Cartridge Co., East Alton, Ill., vs. C. C. C. & St. 
et al. 

Rates in violation first two sections of act, metal tempering 
compound, Manhattan Piers, N. J., to East Alton, Ill. Asks cease 
and desist order and reparation. 

No. a Federated Metals Corporation, New York, N. Y., vs. Frisco 
et al. 

Unreasonable rates and charges, aluminum in shape of scra 
and ingots, St. Louis, Chicago and Detroit to points in Illinois, 
Iowa, Ohio, and other states. Asks cease and desist order and 
reparation. 

No. og Hayti Ice & Cold Storage Co., Hayti, Mo., vs. C. & E. I. 
et al. 

Unreasonable rates and charges, coal, points in Illinois and 
Kentucky to Hayti, Mo. Asks rates for future and reparation. 


No. 22272. Mississippi Vegetable Shippers’ Bureau, Hazlehurst, Miss., 
vs. A. & R. et al. 

Rates in violation sections 1, 3 and 4 of act, tomatoes and other 
vegetables, points in Mississippi to points in Georgia, the Caro- 
linas, Virginia and West Virginia. Alleges rates assailed are 
much higher than rates enjoyed by competing sections, such 
as points in Georgia and Florida. Ask rates for future and rep- 
aration. 

No. 22273. Terry Fish Co., Inc., Charleston, S. C., vs. A. C. L. 

Rates and charges in violation sections 1 and 3 of act, fresh 
fish, Fort Myers, Fla., to Charleston, S. C., via Columbia, S. C., 
as compared with rates to Wilmington, N. C., and Richmond, 
Va. Asks rates for future and reparation. 

No. _— Edward BFiler Lumber Co., Pittsburgh, Pa., vs. Mo. Pac. 
et al. 

Unreasonable and illegal rates and charges, lumber, Malvern, 
os to Kittanning, Pa. Asks cease and desist order and repara- 

on. 

No. 22275. 
et al 


No 


Procter & Gamble Co. et al., Cincinnati, O., vs. A. & 8. 


Rates and ratings in violation sections 1 and 3 of act, soap and 
related articles, Baltimore, Md., Jersey City, N. J., Port Ivory, 
N. Y., New York City, Ivorydale and St. Bernard, O., Jefferson- 
ville, Ind., St. Louis, Mo., Chicago, Ill., Milwaukee, Wis., Cin- 
cinnati, O., and Louisville, Ky., to various interstate destina- 
tions. Asks relief for future’ and reparation. 


No, 22276. The Luckenbach Gulf Steamship Co., Inc., New York, N. Y., 
vs. Illinois Central. 

Alleges defendant joins with Redwood Line., Inc., in joint 
rates and routes but refuses to join with complainant. Asks re- 
lief for future. 

No. wy teed Co., Inc., Richmond, Va., vs. C. N. O. & T. 

. et al. 

Unreasonable and illegal rates and charges, electric storage 
batteries and volt meters, Chicago, IIl., to Richmond, Va. Asks 
cease and desist order and waiver undercharge. 

No. F yy eed Trading Post, Inc., et al., Winner, S. D., vs. Santa 

e et al. 

Unreasonable rates on salt, Kansas and Michigan points to points 
> Nebraska, and South Dakota. Asks rates for future and repara- 

on. 

No. 22279. Moore Dry Kiln Co., Jacksonville, Fla., vs. S. A. L. et al. 

Rates and charges in violation sections 1 and 6 of act, steel 
roofing, Economy, Pa., to Jacksonville, Fla. Asks rate for future 
and reparation. 

No. 22280. Darling & Co., Chicago, Ill., vs. A. C. L. et al. 

Rates in violation sections 1 and 3 of act, peanut refuse, points 
in southern territory to Chicago, Ill. Competitors in south pro- 
ducing peanut cake, meal and oil and others preferred. Asks 
rates for future. 

No. 22281. Union Gas & Electric Co., Cincinnati, O., vs. L. & N. et al. 

Rates in violation sections 1, 3 and 4 of act, on various com- 
modities between Cincinnati and other points in Ohio and des- 
tinations in Kentucky located in the Cincinnati, O., switching 
limits. Asks rates for future. 

No. 22282. Busse Brick Co., Latonia, Ky., vs. L. & N. et al. 

Rates in violation sections 1, 3 and 4 of act, common building 
brick, Latonia, Ky., to points in Ohio. Prejudice alleged because 
L. & N. refuses to apply industrial switching rates on brick 
Asks rates for future. 
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. 22286. R. E. Cobb Co., St. Paul, Minn., vs. M.-K.-T. 
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22283. American re) 
at et a wae , » V8. 1, 
ates in violation sections 1, 3 and 4 of act, ; 
Cleves, O., to points in Kentucky. Origin points ound, st 
cinnati switching district preferred. Asks rates for futu 4 
22284. Newport Coal Co., Newport, Ky., vs. L. & N. et ~ 
Rates in violation sections 1, 3 and 4 of act, coal cinders 

port, Ky., to points in Ohio. Preferential rates between’ New. 
within and without Cincinnati switching limits. Asks rates 
or 


future. 
Newport & Covington Ry. Co 


Aggregates Corporation, Greenville, 


‘ave 
Cin 


l, % 


22284. Sub. No. 1. Cincinnati, 
Covington, Ky., vs. L. & N. et al. 
Rates in violation sections 1, 3 and 4 of act, coal cinde 
cinnati, O., to Newport, Ky. Prejudice because of pa 
apply industrial switching rates applied on other com: 

Asks rates for future and reparation. 

22285. King Powder Co. et al., Cincinnati, O., vs. C. & 
Rates in violation sections 1, 3 and 4 of act, coal 

Kentucky, Tennessee, Virginia and West Virginia t 

Ohio. Receivers of coal at adjacent points preferred. 

for future and reparation. 


Cin- 
Usal to © 
MOdities, 4 


O. et al, 7 
» Points jn 


Ask rates 


Rates and_ charges violation section 6 of act, butter, “Delies 


oo to St. Paul, Minn. Asks cease and desist order and repara. 
22287. Marine Fertilizer & Feed Co., Gulfport, , 

Ship Island et al. Poe SNS, ee 
Rates and charges violation first four sections of act, fertilize’ 

and fertilizer materials, New Orleans, La., and Biloxi, Mis . 

Gulfport, Miss., and from Gulfport to Alabama and Mis en | 

points. Asks reparation. 

22288. Shepherd & Williams, Atlanta, Ga., vs. S. A. L. et al 
Rates in violation sections 2 and 3 of act, power shovels Du 
ellon, Fla., to Wallace’s Mill, Ga. Asks reparation. —— 
22289. Sharpless Separator Co., West Chester, Pa., ys Pen 
sylvania et al. Mi at 
_Rate in violation section 1 and 3 of act, moulding sand and/or 
silica_or glass sand, South Vineland, N. J., to West Chester 
Pa., South Pemberton, N. J., preferred. Asks rates for future 
and reparation. ” 
Sor - ae Institutions and Industries et al., Zion, IIL, vs. C, gn 
. et al. , 
Unreasonable rates, bakery goods, Zion, IIl., to points in south. 

west. Asks rates for future and reparation. 

22291. Charles Sherman Co. et al., Omaha, Neb., vs. C. B. & Q 
Unreasonable charges, cereal beverages in straight carloads or 

mixed carloads with ginger ale and/or flavored beverages, st 

Joseph, Mo., to Omaha, Neb., and/or Council Bluffs, Ia. Asks 

reparation. 

22292. Germain Lumber Co., Pittsburgh, Pa., vs. Southern et al 
Illegal and unreasonable charges, lumber, Carson, Ala., to Grand 

Mere, P. Q., Canada. Asks cease and desist order and reparation, 


. 22293. A. E. Staley Mfg. Co., Decatur, Ill., vs. Wabash et al, 


Rates in violation first three sections of act, starch, Decatur, 
Ill., to Guthrie, Okla., and Dallas and Brenham, Tex. Rates on 
corn flour lower. Asks rates for future and reparation. 

_— - The City Coal Co. et al., Hartford, Conn., vs. D. L. & W, 
et al. 

Unreasonable rates on anthracite coal, 
Connecticut points. Ask reparation. 
ae” Eastern Tanners’ Glue Co., Gowanda, N. Y., vs. B. & M. 
et al. 

Unreasonable rates, tartnery fleshings, hide trimmings, or glue 
stock, points in Massachusetts and New Hampshire, to Gowanda, 
N. Y. Asks rates for future and reparation. 
22296. Cline and Bernheim, Nashville, Tenn., vs. 
tral et al. 

Rates in violation first four sections of act, scrap metals, Nash- 
ville, Tenn., to Carteret, N. J. Competitors at Memphis, Tenn, 
and at points in Georgia, and the Carolinas, accorded same rates 
on scrap brass and scrap copper, in mixed carloads, as are assessed 
on straight carload shipments of those scrap metals; also that © 
mixed carloads scrap brass and scrap copper can be shipped to 
St. Louis and Louisville and other points at same rates applicable 
on these scrap metals when shipped in straight carloads. Asks 
rates for future and reparation. 


Pennsylvania mines to 


Tennessee Cen- 


. 22297. E. Rauh & Sons Fertilizer Co., Indianapolis, Ind., vs B. 


. 22299. 


No. 22302 


No. 


& O. et al. 
Unreasonable charges, acid phosphate, West Nashville, Tenn, 
to Silica, O. Asks rates for future and reparation. 


| wy No. 48. Intercities Oil Co., Springfield, O., vs. Santa 
ee a 

Rates in violation section 6 of act, petroleum products, Okla- 
homa, Arkansas, Wyoming, Kansas and Illinois to Ohio points. 
Asks reparation. : 

Sub. No. 49. Muncie Oil & Coal Co., Muncie, Ind., vs. A. 7 
& S. et al. 4 

Same complaint and prayer as to shipments, points in Okla- 
homa, Illinois, Kansas and Louisiana to Indiana points. 
anaes. i" Graver Corporation, East Chicago, Ind., vs. E. J. &B 
o , 

Rates and charges in violation sections 1 and 3 of act, tank 
material, East Chicago, Ind., to Oklahoma points. Alleges rates 
on tank material to points in W. T. L. territory, Memphis, Tem. 
and from Central territory to Colorado, Wyoming, Montana, 
California, Oregon and Washington, and from Birmingham, Ala. 
to points in Indiana, Illinois and Ohio did not exceed rates in 
effect 6n pipe; that rates from Pittsburgh territory to trunk 
line points were the same as rates on pipe. Asks reparation. 
Jack R. Forcheimer, St. Louis, Mo., vs. I. C. et al. 

Charges in violation sections 1, 2, 4 and 6 of act, scrap Iron, 
St. Louis, Mo., to Cedar Falls, Ia., as final destination after 
reconsignment. Asks cease and desist order and reparation. 
~ Missouri Portland Cement Co., St. Louis, Mo., vs. 
et al. 

Rates and charges in violation first three sections of act, 
and section 13, cement, St. Louis (Prospect Hill), Mo., to points 
in Oklahoma and Texas. Asks rates for future and reparation. 
Seeks nondiscriminatory basis of rates from St. Louis, on one hand, 
and competing points of origin in Kansas, Nebraska, Oklahom 
and Texas on the other hand to — in Oklahoma and Texas. 
22301. G. Mathes Co., St. Louis, Mo., vs. K. C. §. et al. 

Rates in violation sections 1, 4 and 6 of act, 
Houston, Tex., to St. Louis, Mo. Asks cease and 
and reparation. 

. Brown Roberts Hardware & Supply Co., Ltd., Alexandria 
La., vs. L. & A. et al. 

Overcharge on composition roofing, Erie, Pa., to Alexandria, la. 
Asks cease and desist order and refund. 

22303. Schaefer-Thompson Construction Co., Marshfield, Wis. 
C. & N. W. et al. 


scrap copper 
desist order 





© points i, 3 — 


sissippi "3c 


ind/or 
lester, 
future 
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(fAN DOMINION STEAMSHIP CORPORATION 
NEW YORK SERVICE 
PROPOSED SAILINGS 


(Subject to change without notice) 


- i? . 
A Steamer | ‘“‘Haiti’ | A Steamer | “ A Steamer] ‘ i 


April 18 | May May 16 2 June 13 
April May June 19 


ORK 


April June 20 


Y 


June 


June 232 


NEW 


April June 2 


E 


April June 


EFOR 


April June 


April June 


April 


LEAVES NORFOLK, VA., FOUR DAYS BEFORE NEW YORK 
FOUR DAYS BEFORE NEW YORK 


LEAVES NORFOLK, VA., FOUR DAYS B 


LEAVES NORFOLK, VA., 


June 21 


June 23 
FOR RATES, PERMITS, AND FURTHER INFORMATION APPLY TO 


XEAN DOMINION STEAMSHIP CORPORATION 


WHITEHALL BUILDING, 17 BATTERY PLACE NEW YORK, NEW YORK 
ELEPHONE BOWLING GREEN 9: 
NEW YORK TERMINALS: PIER 62, EAST RIVER 


MONTREAL, P. Q. HAMPTON ROADS, VA. 


Qwan Dominion Steamship Cerporation Chesapeake y Gank ‘Bids. Company 
622 Board of Trade Bidg. Itizens Bank 
Mentreal, P. Q. Norfolk, V 


a 
* WULIAMS LINE 


Ship by Water 
WILLIAMS LINE 


San Diego, Los tnaitinns San Francisco 
Oakland, Seattle and Tacoma 
FROM 

Baltimore, Philadelphia, 
New York and Norfolk 


‘ SAILINGS EVERY 10 DAYS 


Thru bills of lading insured to all other Pacific 


Coast Ports, Hawaii and the Far East 


Por rates, dates of sailings and other information apply to 


WILLIAMS STEAMSHIP CO., Inc. 


Moore and Water Streets, New York, Telephone Bowling Green 7394 


Norfolk, Va. 


Py Pay, 
Bldg. Oliver e Law Building 


And at our Branch Offices at ports of call, etc. 


THE TRAFFIC WORLD 


TRANSMARINE LINES 


Direct Service 


LOS ANGELES (witmington—Berth 188) 
SAN FRANCISCO (Pier 39) 
OAKLAND (Grove Street Pier) 


ee Intercoastal 
PORT NEWARK, N. J. (New York Harbor) 


Served by: 
Pennsylvania Railroad 
Central Railroad of New Jersey 
Lehigh Valley Railroad Steamer 
SUWORDENCO 
SUMANCO 


AND ALTERNATE WEDNESDAYS THEREAFTER 


— Gulf-Intercoastal 


MOBILE, ALA. (fitness sins pocks) Steamer 


SURICHCO 
SURAILCO 


TRANSMARINE LINES 


Port Newark Terminal 
Telephone Mulberry 4300 


Agencies: Buffalo, C 
Oakland, tow 


General Offices: 
5 Nassau St., New York City 
Telephone Rector 0020 
» fee 
Ae ag 


Business 
in the Orient! 


PROMPT deliveries will help you accom- 
plish this, if you ship on “President 
Liners,” sailing every other Saturday from 
Seattle to Yokohama, Kobe, Shanghai, 
Hong Kong and Manila and arriving every 
other Monday from the Orient. Thru bills 
of lading issued to all Oriental ports. 


Six 10,000-ton “Cargo Liners,” sailing 
on frequent,!dependable schedule, augment 
this excepti mal service to and from the 
Orient. 


T. J. KEHOE, Eastern Agt., 32 Broadway, New York 


W.G.R ine Dos. Agt. R.W. BRUCE, Gen. Agt. 
1714 Dime Bldg. 110 So. Dearborn St. 
wag Micke Chicago, Iil. 


L. L. BATES, General Freight Agent 
1519 Railroad Avenue South, Seattle, Washington 


76 offices in 22 countries at your service 


American Mail Line 
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Rates and charges in violation section 6 of aci, crushed granite, 
Lohrville, Wis., to Mount Clemens, Mich. Asks cease and desist 
order and reparation. 

No. 22304. — Cotton Oil Refining Co., Sherman, Tex., vs. K. 
C. B. 6t al. 

Unreasonable charges, lard substitute, Sherman, Tex., to Pea- 
son, La. Asks reparation. 

No. 22305. American Thread Co., Inc., New York, N. Y., vs. New 
Haven et al. 

Unreasonable rates, cotton, Willimantic, Conn., Holyoke, and 
Watuppa, Mass., to Dalton, Ga. Asks reparation. 

No. 22306. Cairo Furniture Co., Cairo, Ga., vs. A. C. L. et al. 

Unreasonable rates, cook stoves, warming closets, and parts 
thereof, Gadsden, Ala., to Cairo, Ga. Asks reparation. 

No. 22307. Elder Mfg. Co., St. Louis, Mo., vs. B. & A. et al. 

Rates in violation sections 1 and 4 of act, cutton piece goods, 
points in Massachusetts, New Hampshire, New York and Rhode 
Island, to St. Louis, Mo. Asks cease and desist order and rep- 
aration. 

No. 22308. Desmond's et al., Los Angeles, Calif., vs. Santa Fe et al. 

Unreasonable charges, woolen clothing (suits, pants and over- 
coats), eastern points to points in Arizona and California. Asks 
rates for future and reparation. 


NOTE—items in the Docket marked with an asterisk (*) are new, 
having been added since the last issue of The Traffic World. Cancel- 
lations and postponements announced too late to show the change in 
this Docket will be noted elsewhere. 


June 3—Chicago, Ill—Examiner W. H. Smith: 
l. & S. No. 3294—Diversion or reconsignment of Coal, Coke and Iron 
Ore at points on the E. J. & E. Ry. 


June 3—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Molster: 
Finance No. 7588—Application Texas & New Orleans R. R. for au- 
thority to acquire control by lease of Texas State R. R. 
June 3—St. Louis, Mo.—Director Mahaffie: 
Finance No. 7470—Application Mo. Pac. R. R. for authority to 
acquire control by lease of railroads of certain of its subsidiary 
companies. 


June 4—Neillsville, Wis.—Railroad Commission of Wisconsin: 
Finance No. 7483—Application Fairchild & N. E. Ry. for authority 
to abandon its railroad. 


June 4—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Glover: 
Fourth Section Application No. 13425—Filed by W. S. Curlett, B. T. 
Jones and Frank Van Ummersen. 


June 5—Chicago, Ill.—Examiner Smith: 
21926—Evaporated Milk Assn. vs. A. & R. R. R. et al. 


June 6—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Curtiss: 

1. & S. 3290—Restriction in routing in connection with Ga. & Fla. 
R. R. between Greenwood, S. C., and Augusta, Ga. 

——— Tex.—Railroad Commission of Texas, or any member 
thereof: 

Finance No. 7363—Application Yates and West Texas Ry. for au- 
thority to construct a line of railroad in Upton, Crockett, and 
Pecos counties, Tex. 

June 7—Bismarck, N. D.—Attorney-Examiner Money: 

10122—-Standard Time Zone Investigation. 

June 10—New York, N. Y.—Examiner Sullivan: 

* Finance No. 7308—Joint Application of Penna. R. R., Lessee of 
Pa. Tunnel & Terminal R. R. and Long Island R. R. for a certi- 
ficate of public convenience and necessity authorizing the latter 
company to operate under trackage rights over a portion of the 
Pa. Tunnel and Terminal R. R., including yard and station fa- 
cilities, and for an order under paragraph (4) of Section 3, of 
the interstate commerce act, requiring use of said tracks and 
terminal facilities by Long Island R. R. 


June 10—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Curtiss: 

*1. & S. 3295—Lake Cargo Coal from southwest Penn. Mines to 
Cleveland and Ashtabula Harbor, O., and Erie, Pa., for trans- 
shipment beyond. 

June 11—Minneapolis, Minn.—Examiner Money: 

1. & S. 3260 (and ist supplement)—Potatoes from Michigan, Minne- 
sota, North Dakota and Wisconsin to Southern points. 

* 1. & S. 3260 (2nd supplemental order)—Potatoes from Michigan, 
Minnesota, North Dakota and Wisconsin to southern points. 


June 11—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Berry: 
Ex Parte 73—In re Section 3 of Interstate Commerce Act, as amend- 
ed by Section 405 of the Transportation Act, 1920 (adjourned 
hearing). 


June 15—Pueblo, Colo.—Examiner Mohundro: 

* 20083—Petroleum Industriai Corporation of America vs. A. T. & S&S. 
F. Ry. et al. 

June 17—Pueblo, Colo.—Examiner Mohundro: 

* 21962 (and Sub. 1 and 2)—Farmers’ Supply Co. vs. M. P. R. R. et al. 

June 17—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 

* Finance No. 7298—Operation of passenger terminal facilities at 
Cleveland, O., by W. & L. E. Ry. 

* Finance No. 7299—Abandonment of passenger terminal facilities at 
Cleveland, O., by W. & L. E. Ry. 

June 18—Washington, D. C.—Examiners Stiles and Parker: 

* 16746—Independent Slaughterers’ Traffic Assn. et al. vs. N. Y. C. 
R. R. et al. 

* 16844 (and Sub. Nos. 1 to 3, incl.) 
S. F. Ry. et al. 

* 17411 (and Sub. Nos. 1 to 32, incl.)—Kennett-Murray Live Stock 
Buying Organization et al. vs. A. C. & Y. Ry. et al. (adjourned 
hearing). 

June 18—Chicago, Ill.—Examiners Worthington and Walsh: 

17000—Part 10, hay, rate structure investigation. 

16502—Board of R. R. Commissioners of State of S. D. vs. C. & N. 
W. Ry. et al. 

19222—-Wichita Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. A. & S. Ry. et al. 

12244—-Corporation Commission of Oklahoma vs. A. & S. Ry. et al. 

Fourth Section Application 13040—Hay from S. D. 


June 18—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
13535—Consolidated Southwestern Cases (canned goods). 








Swift & Co. et al. vs. A. T. & 
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No. 22309. Watters-Tonge Lumber Co., Birmingham, Ala. 
tee & Repton et al. 
Unreasonable rates and charges, lumber, Monroeville 
to Dayton, Ky. Asks cease and desist order and reparatioy Ala, 
No. 22310. Procter & Gamble Co., Cincinnati, U., ve. ©. Be 2; : 
Unreasonable charges, crude cottonseed oil, points in Tomes al. 
Dallas, Tex., and shipped out as refined oil to Tacoma and Se te 
Wash. Asks cease and desist order and reparation, ~eattle, 
No. 22311. Yavapai Onyx Mining Corporation, Dyersville la 
Santa Fe et al. ; seas: 
Rates and charges in violation first three sections of 
quarried onyx, Mayer, Ariz., to Dyersville and Dubuque, 
on rough quarried granite lower. Asks rates for 
reparation. 
No. 22312. Ohio Farm Bureau Federation et al., 
Erie et al. 
Charges in violation sections 1 and 6 of act, cattle 
O., to Chicago, Ill. Asks reparation. + Ashville, 
No. 22313. Blackmer & Post Pipe Co., St. Louis, Mo., vs, Wabash 
et al. 
Unreasonable rate, clay sewer pipe, St. Louis, Mo., to Na 
lll. Asks rates for future and reparation. meoki, 


» VS. Manis. 


» V8 


act, rough 
Ta. Rates 
future and 


Columbus, 0., vs 


June 19—Albuquerque, N. M.—Examiner Mohundro: 

* 21982—John Becker Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 

* 21969 (and Sub. 1)—L. B. Putney, Inc., et al. vs. A. T. & §. F. Ry 
et al. : 


June 19—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
20080—Southern Cotton Oil Co. et al. vs. F. E. C. Ry. 
a i a — 1 and 2)—Max Hertz Leather Co. et al. vs. B. & 0. 
, . et al. 
21056 (and Sub. 1)—Beacon Milling Co., Inc., vs. N. Y. C. R. R. et al. 


June 20—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 

1. & S. 3000—Cancellation of commodity rates on sewer pipe in C. 
F. A. territory. 

1. & S. 3059—Sewer pipe and wall coping from various Pennsylvahia 
points to New England and Eastern Trunk Line territories, 
19886—Graff-Kittanning Clay Products Co. vs. A. C. R. R. et al. 
19552—Blackmer & Post Pipe Co. et al. vs. A. & W. Ry. et al. 

June 21—Wisconsin Rapids, Wis.—Railroad Commission of Wis.: 

* Finance No. 750i1—Application Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul & Pa- 
cific R. R. for authority to abandon its line between Babcock 
and Norway, Wis. 

June 21—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 

19692—-Taggart Bros. Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 
19694 (and Sub. 1)—St. Regis Paper Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 


19703—St. Regis Paper Co. vs. A. A. R. R. et al. 
19889—Dexteéer Sulphite Pulp & Paper Co. et al. vs. N. Y. C. RR. 
et al. 


June 22—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 

20892—-American Radiator Co. vs. N. Y. C. R. R. et al. 

21525—James B. Clow & Sons vs. L. V. R. R. et al. 

1. & S. 3230—Coal, ground or pulverized, coke breeze, coke dust and 
foundry facings between points in Illinois and Western Trunk 
Line territories. 

June 24—Richmond, Va.—Examiner Binkley: 

* 22129—Boscobel Granite Quarries, Inc., vs. C. & O. Ry. et al. 

June 24—Huntington, W. Va.—Examiner Gwynn: 

* 22078—West Virginia Rail Co. vs. B. & O. R. R. et al. 

June 24—Los Angeles, Calif.—Examiner Mohundro: : 

* 1. & §S. 3298—Classification of airplane and airplane parts in Off- 
cial, Southern and Western territories. . 

* 21972—Frank B. Bowker et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. : 

* 14891 (sub. 1)—Edward M. Fowler, an individual doing business 
under fictitious firm name and style of Edward M. Fowler & Co. 
vs. California Southern Ry., director general, as agent, et al. 
(solely for purpose of ascertaining the amount of reparation due 
under findings made in the case). 

June 24—Milwaukee, Wis.—Examiner Hagerty: 

* 18807—Menasha Wooden Ware Co. vs. A. R. R. R. et al. 

June 24—Hutchinson, Kans.—Examiner Hill: 

* 22233—Grovier-Starr Produce Co. vs. A. V. I. Ry. et al. 

June 24—New York, N. Y.—Examiner Griffin: 

* 22112—-Springfield (Vt.) Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. A. & St. 
Ll KR. KR. Ct al. 


June 24—Chicago, IIl. 
* 20167 (and Sub. 1) 
L. Ry. et al. 


June 24—New York, N. Y.—Examiner Disque: — 
Fourth Section Application Nos. 13638 and 13639 (adjourned hearing). 
June 24—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
20066—San Diego Oil Products Corp. vs. H. I.-U. Ry. et al. 
20067—-San Diego Oil Products Corp. vs. S. D. & A. Ry. et al. 
21227 (and Sub. 1)—American Cotton Waste and Linter Exchange 
vs. B. & O. R. R. et al. 
21629—Allied Contractors, Inc., vs. C. B. & Q. R. R. 
21710—Bartley Co-Op. Oil Co. et al. vs. C. & N. W. Ry. et al 


June 24—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Curtis: 
21630—American Tar Products Co. vs. A. B. & C. R. R. et al. 

June 24—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Trezise: e 

* 22058—Corning Glass Works vs. B. & O. R. R. et al. 

June 25—Cincinnati, O.—Examiner Gwynn: 

* 21954—O. A. Smith Agency, Inc., vs. B. & O. R. R. et al. 

* 22007—O. A. Smith Agency, Inc., vs. A. G. S. R. R. et al. 

* 22067—O. A. Smith Agency, Inc., vs. C. B. & Q. R. R. et al. 











Examiner Crowley: we : 
Eagle-Ottawa Leather Co. ys. C. C. C. & St 





* 22074 (and Sub. 1 to 3, incl.)—O. A. Smith Agency, Inc., vs. C. R. I. 


& P. Ry. et al. 
22093—O. A. Smith Agency, Inc., vs. A. C. L. R. R. et al. 
* 21916 (and Sub. Nos. 1 to 9, incl.)—O. A. 

A. V.b. RY. ot al. 

* 22037—O. A. Smith Agency, Inc., vs. A. C. L. R. R. et al. 
June 25—Norfolk, Va.—Examiner Binkley: 
* 21956—G. W. Capps et al. vs. Nfk. Sou. R. R. et al. 
* Portions Fourth Section Application Nos. 1074, 1548 and 4577. 


7. 
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COMMISSION ESTABLISHES BAR 


Effective July 1, all persons appearing before the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission must be admitted to practice. 
Are you qualified? 

_Can you properly analyze a tariff, rate, rule or regula- 
tion, and give the authority for your reply? Can you 
properly prepare and present a case before the Interstate 
Commerce. Commission ? 

We teach you to do all that and more. You learn by 
actually doing the work under skilled instructors using 
legally filed tariffs, classifications, ICC documents, Rules 
of Practice and other official publications. Loose leaf lec- 
tures of absorbing interest. 

This is the day of specialization. Traffic training is no 
longer optional—it is mandatory if you desire to qualify 
for the better paid positions either railroad or industrial. 

Take the specialized training short cut to success through 
our two practical courses: 


FIREPROOF WAREHOUSES ON TRACK 
free switching to warehouse. We specialize in the DISTRIBUTION of 
local and pool car shipments. Insurance rates 15 cents. Loans ne- 
gotiated. Office rentals. The Weicker Transfer & Sterage Cempany 


















(1) Traffic Specialization for men with ordinary 
experience and training, 


& & 
(2) Traffic Law and Practice for men with wide 
orel n rel general traffic experience. 
Both courses available through Chicago evening 
classes and by mail. 


Forwarders MI oon 


- COLLEGE OF ADVANCED TRAFFIC, Dept. 11, 
Established 1884 608-618 South Dearborn Street, Chicago, IIl. 


D.C. ANDREWS & CO,, Ine. | cn een es 


Traffic Specialization: 


27-29 Water Street, New York, U. S. A. Traffic Law: Resident 


Boston Office: 
92 State Street 















Happy in the thought 
that their shipments 
are made care 


COTTON 


CONCENTRATION 
COMPANY 


Profits in the 
Shipping Room! 














Most firms do not expect profits from their shipping 
departments, but if you could cut 5 to 20% from 
your packing and shipping expense, that would 
naturally increase the net profit just that much. 


















Through the application of Signode Tensional Steel 
Strapping, we have accomplished these savings for 
many firms. Don’t you think it would pay you to 
let us check up with you? Our work is entirely 
free from obligation or high pressure. Let us hear 
from you today. 






With six high density presses 
and capacity of warehouses 
over 400,000 bales of cotton, 
we are in position to make 
prompt deliveries at a mo- 
ment’s notice. 






















Signode Steel Strapping Co. 
2613 N. Western Ave., Chicago, IIl. 


SIGNODE 


The Sealed Steel Strapping 


We also manufacture round wire tensional reinforcements, wire 
tying machines, all forms of nailed strapping, pail clasps, 
clutch nails, tag fasteners, etc. Write for general catalog. 







COTTON CONCENTRATION COMPANY 


The Home of Satisfied Shippers 
GALVESTON, TEXAS 


GEO. SEALY, J. GARRISON, 
President V. P. & G. M. 
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June 25—Los Angeles, Calif.—Examiner Mohundro: 
* 22107—Mission Hosiery Mills, A. H. Wittenberg, Inc., vs. 
S. F. Ry. et al. 


June 25—Frankfort, Ky.—Examiner Hosmer: 
21373 (and Sub. 1)—Commonwealth of Kentucky et al. vs. 
& Western Ry. et al. 
June 25—New York, N. Y.—Examiner Griffin: 
* 22038—Federated Metals Corp. vs. N. Y. N. H. & H. R. R. et al. 
June 25—Chicago, Ill.—Examiner Crowley: 
* 21947—Swift & Co. vs. Long Island R. R. et al. 
June 25—Milwaukee, Wis.—Examiner Hagerty: 
* 22059—Scott and Howe Lumber Co. vs. C. & N. W. Ry. et al. 
June 25—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
19955—West Virginia Brick Co. et al. vs. H. V. Ry. et al. 
21094—Dodge County Lumber Co. vs. Southern Ry. 
21173—Dodge County Lumber Co. vs. S. A. L. Ry. 


June 26—New York, N. Y.—Examiner Griffin: 

* 21932—Globe Forge and Foundries, Inc., vs. W. & L. E. Ry. et al. 

* 22055—Ajax Paper Mills, Inc. (Walter E. Greenwood and Vincent R. 
Hann, Receiver), vs. N. Y. C. R. R. et al. 


June 26—Tulsa, Okla.—Examiner Hill: 

* 21762—Selden Truck Corp. et al. vs. C. C. C. & St. L. Ry. et al. 

* 21892 (and Sub. 1 to 3, incl.)—Norval Motor Corp. vs. A. T. & S. F. 
Ry. et al. 

June 26—Los Angeles, Calif.—Examiner Mohundro: 

* 22214—Begges Bros. Fruit Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 

June 26—Chicago, Ill_—Examiner Crowley: 


* 22224—Armour & Co. vs. A. C. & Y. Ry. et al. 


June 26—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
20315—Peninsula Exchange, Inc., vs. A. V. R. R. et al. 
21123—Capital City Monument Works et al. vs. B. & O. R. R. et al. 
21408—General Electric Co. et al. vs. A. & R. R. R. et al. 


June 27—Tulsa, Okla.—Examiner Hill: 

* =" _— Sub. 1)—Winona Oil Co. et al. vs. A. 
et al. 

June 27—New York, N. Y.—Examiner Griffin: 

* 22072—United Paperboard Co., Inc., vs. A. A. R. R. et al. 

June 27—Greensboro, N. C.—Examiner Binkley: 

* 22237—W. I. Anderson & Co. et al. vs. F. E. C. Ry. et al. 

* 22083—W. I. Anderson & Co. et al. vs. Southern Ry. et al. 

* 22094—W. I. Anderson & Co. et al. vs. Y. & M. V. R. R. et al. 


June 27—Chicago, Ill.—Examiner Crowley: 
* 22063—E. & A. Opler, Inc., vs. B. & O. R. R. et al. 
June 27—Ashland, Wis.—Examiner Hagerty: 
* —— and Ashland Coal & Dock Ry. vs. 
et al. 
June 27—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
“— —— Sub. 1)—North American Cement Corp. vs. 
. et al. 
21031 (and Sub. 1)—Corporation Commission of Oklahoma vs. A. T. 
& S. F. Ry et al. 
20830—Kali-Inla Coal Co. vs. C. R. I. & P. Ry. et al. 
June 28—New York, N. Y.—Examiner Griffin: 
* 22103 (and Sub. 1)—Kalbfleisch Corp. vs. B. & A. R. R. et al. 
June 28—Chicago, Ill.—Examiner Crowley: 
* 22084—Albert Dickinson Co. vs. C. & N. W. Ry. et al. 
June 28—Dayton, O.—Examiner Gwynn: 
* 22222—Refiners’ Oil Co. vs. A. C. & Y. Ry. et al. 
June 28—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Trezise: 
* 1. & S. 3297—Classification ratings and minimum weights on empty 
cans and steel barrels or drums in Official territory. 
June 28—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
—_——_ Club of Faulkton, S. D., vs. C. M. & St. P. Ry. 
et al. 


20699—Alexander King Stone Co. vs. C. L & L. Ry. 
20921—-City of St. Paul vs. C. M. St. P. & P. R. R. 
June 28—Dayton, O.—Examiner Gwynn: 
* 22206 (and Sub. Nos. 1 to 49, inel.)—Penn Oil Co. ys. A. T. & S. F. 
Ry. et al. 
June 29—San Francisco, Calif.—Examiner Mohundro: 
* 22138—Silver Falls Timber Co. vs. McCloud River R. R. et al. 
June 29—New York, N. Y.—Examiner Griffin: 
* 22147—United Paperboard Co., Inc., vs. D. & H. Co. et al. 
June 29—Chicago, Ill—Examiner Crowley: 
* 22075—Standard Oil Co. (Ind.) vs. T. & P. Ry. et al. 
July 1—Harrisburg, Pa.—Examiner Colvin: 
* 22249—Columbia Malleable Casting Corp. vs. Penna. R. R. et al. 
a | i—New York, N. Y.—Examiner Griffin: 
* a Paper Container Assn. et al. vs. A. C. L. R. R. 
et al. 


A. Tt. & 


Ahnapee 


ane oe Ty 


Nor. Pac. Ry. 


B. & ©. Rf. 


et al. 


July 1—Kansas City, Mo.—Examiner Harraman: 

* I. & S. 3278 (and Ist supplemental order)—Grain and related articles 
between points in Kansas, Missouri and Arkansas. 

ra! 1—Chicago, Ill.—Examiner Crowley: 

* 111—New Florence Fire Brick Co. et al. vs. A. & FEF. R. R. et al. 


July 1—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Trezise: 
* 22042—American Cyanamid Co. vs. A. C. & Y. Ry. et al. 


July 1—Minneapolis, Minn.—Examiner Hagerty: 

* 21973—Mars, Inc., et al. vs. M. St. P. & S. S. M. Ry. et al. 

* 19817—Drake Marble & Tile Co. et al. vs. Sou. Ry. et al. 

July 1—Atlanta, Ga.—Examiner Binkley: 

* 21455—D. & S. Tablet Co. vs. N. Y. C. R. R. et al. 

July 1—San Francisco, Calif.—Examiner Mohundro: 

* 23099 Kittle Mfg. Co., Inc., et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 

July 1—Monroe, La.—Examiner Kerwin: 

* 25046—-Coltexd Corp. et al. vs. A. & L. M. Ry. et al. 

* 22046—Coltexo Corp. et al. vs. A. & L. M. Ry. et al. 

July 1—Oklahoma City, Okla.—Examiner Hill: 

* 22250—M. A. Joy et al. vs. M.-K.-T. R. R. et al. 

July 1—St. Louis, Mo.—Examiner Gwynn: 

* 22196 (and Sub. 1 to 5, incl.)—Will Mayfield College vs. C. & E. IL. 
Ry. et al. 

July 1—Wilmington, Del—Examiner Maidens: 

* Eastern Terminal Lumber Co. vs. Penna. R. R. et al. 

July 1—St. Louis, Mo.—Examiner Hosmer: 

|. & S. 3292—Cancellation of proportional rate on hay from St. Louis 

and other Miss. River crossings to Evansville, Ind., when for 
southern points. 
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July 2—Macon, Ga.—Examiner Binkley: 

* 22197—T. H. Halliburton & Co. et al. vs. A. G. S. R. 

July 2—Jackson, Miss.—Examiner Kerwin: 

+ 23007 (and Sub. 1 and 2)—S. Kemp, Inc., vs. I. C. R. R. et al 

* 22031—Jackson Traffic Bureau, ' 
R. R. et al. 

July 2—New York, N. Y.—Examiner Griffin: 

* 22157—United States Potters’ Assn. et al. vs. A. C. L. R. R, et ay 

July 2—Kansas City, Mo.—Examiner Harraman: ; 

* O—Iola Cement Mills Traffic Assn. et al. vs. 
et al. 

July 2—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Trezise: 

* 24041—-American Cyanamid Co. vs. A. C. & Y. Ry. et al. 

July 2—Chicago, Ill—Examiner Crowley: 

* 23185—Marquette Coal and Mining Co. vs. C. & N. W. Ry. et al 

ry A 2—St. Louis, Mo.—Examiner Gwynn: ; 

* Fourth Section Application 13740 of F. A. Leland. 


July 3—Pittsburgh, Pa.—Examiner Colvin: 

* 21971—E. L. Hogan vs. B. & O. R. R. et al. 

July 3—New York, N. Y.—Examiner Griffin: 

* 22165—National Consumers Paper Corp. vs. B. & M. R. R. et 

al, 

July 3—Jackson, Miss.—Examiner Kerwin: 

* 23047—Jackson Traffic Bureau for Jackson Fertilizer Co. ys, 4, 7 
& S. F. Ry. et al. ‘ 

July 3—Cordele, Ga.—Examiner Binkley: 

. 23113 (and Sub. 1)—South Georgia Traffic Bureau for and on be. 
half of Beechwood Band Mill Co. vs. S. A. L. Ry. et al. 

* 22121—South Georgia Traffic Bureau for and on behalf of Pelham 
Phosphate Co. vs. A. C. L. R. R. et al. 

July 3—St. Louis, Mo.—Examiner Gwynn: 

* 21964—S. Baskowitz & Sons vs. C. C. C. & St. L. Ry. et al. 

July 3—Chicago, Ill.—Examiner Crowley: 

* 22114—Whitacre-Greer Fireproofing Co. vs. A. C. L. 

July 3—Philadelphia, Pa.—Examiner Maidens: 

* 22230—American Cotton Waste and Linter Exchange et al. vs. B. & 
Oo. R. R. et al. 

July 3—Kansas City, Mo.—Examiner Harraman: 

* 22239-—-Ash Grove Lime & Portland Cement Co. of Neb. vs. C. & N. 
W. Ry. et al. 

July 3—Ft. Worth, Tex.—Examiner Hill: 

* 1, & S. 3259—Weighing livestock moving between 
in Western Trunk Line territory. 


July 5—Ft. Worth, Tex.—Examiner Hill: 

* 1. & S. 3300—Stock cattle from Ia., Mo., Ill., and Minn., to points 
west of Missouri River. 

July 5—Moorhead, Minn.—Examiner Hagerty: 

* 22124—City of Moorhead, Minn., vs. Gt. Nor. Ry. 

July 5—Seattle, Wash.—Examiner Mohundro: 

* 22155—Lewis Feed & Egg Assn. vs. C. M. St. P & P. R. R. et al. 

July 5—Jackson, Miss.—Examiner Kerwin: 

* 22045—Jackson Traffic Bureau et al. vs. "A. G. S. R. R. et al. 

* 22117—Nance & Patrick vs. B. & Ar. R. R. et al. 

July 5—Pittsburgh, Pa.—Examiner Colvin: 

* 16035—Willson Bros. Lumber Co. et al. vs. Albany Sou. R. R. et al. 

July 5—New York, N. Y.—Examiner Griffin: 

* 22192—J. B. Preston Co., Inc., et al. vs. C. C. & O. Ry. et al. 

July 5—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 

* 21011 (and Sub. 1 and 2)—Department of Public Works of State 
of Wash. vs. Nor. Pac. Ry. et al. 

July 5—St. Louis, Mo.—Examiner Gwynn: 

% —— Bldg. Material & Fuel Co. et al. vs. 
et al. 

July 5—Chicago, Ill.—Examiner Crowley: 

* 22211—Cabranette Corp. vs. B. & O. R. R. et al. 

| 5—Philadelphia, Pa.—Examiner Maidens: 

- 177—International Motor Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 

* 22076—Universal Paper Bag Co. vs. N. & W. Ry. et al. 

July 5—Kansas City, Mo.—Examiner Harraman: 

“ 232001—Berkowitz Envelope Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 

July 6—New York, N. Y.—Examiner Griffin: 

* 22241—Barrett Co. vs. W. & L. E. Ry. et al. 

July 6—Jackson, Miss.—Examiner Kerwin: 

* 22189—Jackson Traffic Bureau for Miss. 
R. R. et al. 

July 6—Philadelphia, Pa.—Examiner Maidens: 

* 22051—Schofield Bros. vs. A. A. R. R. et al. 

July 8—Newark, N. J.—Examiner Maidens: 

* 22137—Eastern Tanners Glue Co. vs. Southern Ry. et al. 

July 8—Aberdeen, S. D.—Examiner Hagerty: 

* 22006—Northwestern Retail Coal Dealers’ Assn. vs. 
Ry. et al. 


July 8—Chicago, Ill.—Examiner Crowley: ' 
* 22218—Chapman’s Inde-Penn Oil & Refining Co., a corporation, et a 
vs. A. T. & 8. F. Ry. et al. 


July 8—Kansas City, Mo.—Examiner Harraman: 
* 22169—W. J. Wilson et al. vs. A. & S. Ry. et al. 
July 8—Pittsburgh, Pa.—Examiner Copenhafer: 
15462—Line-Haul Absorptions by P. & L. E. R. R. 
July 8—Meridian, Miss.—Examiner Kerwin: i 
* 18062—Mobile Chamber of Commerce and Business League VS. * 
& V. Ry. et al. 
July 8—Seattle, Wash.—Examiner Mohundro: f 
* 22164—Southern Pine Assn. vs. A. & W. Ry. et al. (at conclusion © 
Seattle hearing, examiner will fix date for further hearing 4 
Chicago). - y Ry 
* 21999—West Coast Lumbermen’s Assn. A. C. & Y. HY. 


et al. 

* 90087—California White & Sugar Pine Manufacturers Assn. vs. A. i 
& Y. Ry. et al. (after conclusion of Seattle Hearing Examiner W 
fix date for further hearing at Chicago). 

July 8—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Trezise: , 

* 22012—Emporia Manufacturing Co. et al. vs. A. & A. R. R. et a 

July 8—Dallas, Tex.—Examiner Hill: 

* 22023—Lone Star Gas Co. et al. vs. A. & S. 

July 8—New York, N. Y.—Examiner Griffin: 

* 22226—Heller & Merz Co. vs. C. R. R. of N. 

July 8—Youngstown, O.—Examiner Colvin: 

* 23088 — Republic Iron & Steel Co. vs. P. & Ll. 


R. et al. 


for Beacham Supply Co. ys. Erie 


AT. &8& F Ry, 


R. R. et al. 


country points 


et al. 


Southern Ry. 


Bedding Co. vs. A. G. § 


Cc. M. & St. P. 


et al. vs. 


Ry. et al. 
J. Gm. 


FE. R. R. et al. 
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Two Deliveries Daily in Philadelphia and Nearby Suburbs. 


P HILAD E LP HIA ) P A. Daily Delivery Service to 250 Surrounding Towns. 
SOLID or POOL CAR and CONTAINER DISTRIBUTION UNION TR ANSFER CO 

















DELIVERY 
COMPLETE FORWARDING SERVICE  vssibiary PHILADELPHIA LOCAL EXPRESS 
REH Established 1867 1004-26 Spring Garden St. 








TERMINAL WAREHOUSES OF ST. JOSEPH, Inc. 


Chicago’s and Kansas City’s 
Most Modern Warehouses 








Merchandise 








Storage 0- 


ARES 
TERMIN AL Seo crt 

ROO Aco. Pool Car 
cH 2000 Carload Distribution 


Capacity 


IRITRKATADI CTAARIC 
NEW ORLEANS 


In the heart of the Commercial District 


we have a distributing depot for package freight, op- 
erated for the particular service of the traffic manager 
by a specialized organization that will handle orders as 
promptly and efficiently as your own shipping department. 


The most centrally located warehouse in the city 


COMMERCIAL WAREHOUSES __ ,oFEICE: 


TA G S 


Ul 
3 CampRGs 
All grades and colors for every use. 


















































1 LEONARD’S GUIDE 










ST. JOSEPH, MISSOURI 
GEOGRAPHICALLY 
LOCATED TO RENDER 
DISTRIBUTORS 
DISTINCTIVE WAREHOUSE 
AND FORWARDING 
SERVICE 













FREIGHT, EXPRESS, PARCEL POST 
Rates and Routing All in One Book! 
Send for Sample Sheets 


G. R. Leonard & Co. 


155 N. Clark St., Chicago 15 E. 26th St., New York 


























TERMINAL 


BUILDS BETTER BUSINESS 


MERCANTILE WAREHOUSING ANS DISTRIBUTING 


Campbell Paper Box Co. 
900 South Main Street 
SOUTH BEND, IND. 














Do You Know m= «- 


(1) Rent teams and trucks? (2) Distribute pool cars? 
(3) Make daily deliveries to suburbs as well as 
to all parts of Chicago? 


JOS.STOCKTON TRANSFER CO. 


Established 1857 1020 South Canal Street, Chicago 


ve Bind The Traffic World 


ie (RS {SS «aE 
In Best Grade Buckram for $2.25 Per Volume (26 Numbers) 
Prompt Service and Guoty Work Guaranteed 
e also Bind All Kinds of Publications 


The Book Shop Bindery 


350-354 West Erie Street 


ROCHESTER, N. Y. 









































GENERAL MERCHANDISE STORAGE 
Distribution 


The only modern Merchandise Warehouse fully equipped and centrally 
located in the City of Rochester. 
i Insurance rate 12 cents per $100.00. 
focated on private siding of the Buffalo, Rochester & Pittsburgh Railway, 
enjoying switching at flat Rochester rate with all steam roads. 


B.R. & P. WAREHOUSE, Inc., Rochester, N. Y. 


















LOS ANGELES and SAN FRANCISCO 
CALIFORNIA 


Modern Fireproof Warehouse Space in 
s Angeles and San Francisco 

Free and U.S. Customs Bonded Storage 
Insurance rate as low as 16.2c 


Storage — Forwarding — Distribution — Cartage 


Space leased for Private Wareheuse, Office and Display 
Desk Space with Desk and Office Service Rented 


We can serve you in some capacity in Los Angeles er San Francisce 
and weuld suggest that yeu complete your file by requesting 
the rates fer eur specialized service. 


UNION TERMINAL WAREHOUSE COMPANY 


731 Terminal Street Los Angeles, California 
San Francisco Office, 9 Main Street 


PANAMA MAILS.S. CO. 


Fast Freight and Passenger Service 


Regular Fortnightly Sailings Direct to 


CARTAGENA, CRISTOBAL, COLON, BALBOA, PANAMA 
CITY, CORINTO, LA LIBERTAD, ACAJUTLA, 
CHAMPERICO and MAZATLAN 


With transshipment service via Cristobal to Punta Arenas, 
San Juan del Sur, Amapala, La Union, San Jose de Guate- 
mala, Acapulco and Manzanillo, Mexico. 

Next Sailing from New York..... June 13 
Intercoastal freight accepted both West and Eastbound, from New York 
- i Ao Harbor and San Francisco and from California ports 


140 S. Dearborn St., Chicago, Ill. 
10 Hanover Sq., New York, N. Y. 


2 Pine Street, San Francisco, Cal. 
548 8. Spring St., Los Angeles, Cal. 
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HERE IS 
Real Traffic Service 


July 8—Tallahassee, Fla.—Examiner Binkley: 

* 22152—Noonan-Lawrence vs. S. A. L. Ry. et al. 

July 8—Tallahassee, Fla.—Examiner Binkley: 

* Fourth Section Application 13779, for A. & St. A. B. Ry. 
July 9—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Curtis: 

* 22261—Interstate Amiesite Co. et al. vs. A. & R. R. R. et al. 


July 9—New York, N. Y.—Examiner Griffin: 

” 23248—Deslauriers Column Mould Co. ws. A. C. R. R. et al. 

July 9—Kansas City, Mo.—Examiner Harraman: 

* 22071—Atwood Farmers’ Oil Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 


July 9—Chicago, Ill.—Examiner Crowley: 

* Frank Biggio & Son et al. vs. F. E. C. Ry. et al. 

July 1@—Sioux Falls, S. D.—Examiner Hagerty: 

* 1. & S. 3280—Rules for constructing combination rates on livestock 

to and from points in S. D. 

July 10—Orlando, Fla.—Examiner Binkley: 

*1. & S. 3274—Vegetables (tomatoes) packed in lug boxes, from 
southern producing points to northern and eastern destinations. 


July 10—Cleveland, O.—Examiner Colvin: 

* 6—International Steel Tie Co. vs. N. Y. C. R. R. et al. 

July 10—New York, N. Y.—Examiner Griffin: 

* 22190—Loose-Wiles Biscuit Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 
* 22200—National Biscuit Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 


July 10—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Trezise: 

* 21593—National Mortar & Supply Co. vs. Penna. R. R. et al. 
July 10—Chicago, Ill.—Examiner Crowley: 

* 23251—Wander Co. va. A. & R. KR. KR. et al. 


July 10—Albany, N. Y.—Examiner Maidens: 

* 22180—Greenwich Chamber of Commerce vs. D. & H. Co. et al. 

July 10-11-12—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 

17000—Part 9—Livestock, Western District Rates (and cases con- 
solidated therewith). 

July 10—Washington, D. C.—Examiner_ Rogers: 

* 21997—G. W. Laughlin, Assist. Grand Chief Engineer and National 
Legislative Representative of Brotherhood of Locomotive En- 
gineers et al. vs. A. & R. R. R. et al. 

July 11—Pine Bluff, Ark.—Examiner Hill: 

* 21773—Pine Bluff Grain Exchange for Cook-Bahlau Feed Mfg. Co. 
et al. vs. St. L. S. W. Ry. et al. 


July 11—Chicago, Ill.—Examiner Crowley: 

* 19468—J. S. Bash & Sons, Inc., et al. vs. Cent. Ind. Ry. et al. 

* 19826—A. D. Sizer vs. C. M. & St. P. Ry. et al. (further hearing, 
for sole purpose of introducing evidence relating to reparation). 


July 11—Toledo, O.—Examiner Colvin: 

* 1. & S. 3247 (and Ist, 2nd and 3rd sups.)—Transit on grain at points 
on B. & O. R. R. (lines west). 

July 11—Sioux Falls, S. D.—Examiner Hagerty: 

* 1. & S. 3296—Classification ratings on Wooden egg cases or carriers 
in Western territory. 

July 11—Kansas City, Mo.—Examiner Harraman: 

* 22043—-Kaw Valley Potato Growers’ and Shippers’ Traffic Assn. vs. 
A. FT & 8. 2. By. ot al. 

~- 12—New Orleans, La.—Examiner_ Kerwin: 

* Fourth Section Application 13709 of Ill. Cent. R. R. and Y. & M. V. 

R, R. and Redwood Lines, Inc. 


July 12—Boston, Mass.—Examiner Maidens: 
* 1. & S. 3256—Woodpulp carloads from mill points in New England 
to destinations in state of New York. 


July 12—Jacksonville, Fla.—Examiner Binkley: 

* 1. & S. 3286—Logs from Southern Ry. System points to Gulf, South 
Atlantic and Virginia ports, when for export. 

July 12—Boston, Mass.—Examiner Maidens: 

* 1. & S. 3268—Woodpulp between points in New England territory. 

July 13—Little Rock, Ark.—Examiner Hill: 

* 22240—S. A. Holt, assignee of Arkansas Basket Manufacturing Co., 
ime., %. M. PB. KR... KR. 

x, 13—Jacksonville, Fla.—Examiner Binkley: 

* 13—John Pierson vs. Penna. R. R. et al. 

July 15—Little Rock, Ark.—Examiner Hill: 

* 19919—-Waste Material Dealers’ Assn. of Ark. vs. C. R. I. & P. Ry. 


et al. 
* 13535 et al.—Consolidated Southwestern Cases. 


yy © ane mny Kans.—Examiner Harraman: 

* 15—Atchison Chamber of Commerce of Atchison, Kan., vs. A. T. 
& S. F. Ry. et al. 

July 15—Sioux City, Ia.—Examiner Hagerty: 

* 1. & §S. 3275—Brick and related articles from Sioux City, Ia., to 
Kansas City, Mo., and other lower Mo. River Cities. 


July 15—Columbia, S. C.—Examiner Hurley: 
-m eo” on sand, gravel, crushed stone and chert within state 
re) " 


July 15—Detroit, Mich.—Examiner Colvin: 
* 22145—Consolidated Paper Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 


July 15—Jacksonville, Fla.—Examiner Binkley: 
* 9—Atlantic Shell Co. (Inc.) et al. vs. A. C. L. R. R. et al. 


July 15—Spokane, Wash.—Examiner Mohundro: 
* 22001—Inland Products Co. et al. vs. C. M. St. P. & P. R. R. et al. 


July 15—Mobile, Ala.—Examiner Kerwin: 

* 22208—Mobile Chamber of Commerce vs. G. & S. I. R. R. et al. 

| 15—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Trezise: 

* ee River Coal Operators’ Assn. et al. vs. B. & O. R. R. 
et al. 

July 15-16-17—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 

1 Eastern Class Rate Investigation. 

Be re ge me Fla.—Examiner Binkley: 

* on Warehouse & Forwarding Co. et al. vs. S. A. L. Ry. 
et al. 

July 16—Detroit, Mich.—Examiner Colvin: 

* 22221—Purse Bros. et al. vs. Pa. R. R. et al. 


July 17—Des Moines, Ia.—Examiner Hagerty: 

* 1. & S. 3284 (and ist sup.)—-Iron and steel articles from points in 
Ill., Ia., Wis. and Mo. to points in Ia. and Mo. 

July 17—Montgomery, Ala.—Examiner Kerwin: 

* Montgomery Live Stock Exchange vs. A. & W. P. R. R. et al. 

July 17—Omaha, Neb.—Examiner Harraman: 

+ 250a6—Allied Contractors, Inc., vs. C. & N. W. Ry. 

* 22118—Arctic Cream Co. et al. vs. A. V. I. Ry. et al. 


1. A staff of practical and legal traffic experts at 
your call for consultation on any matter that 
may bob up in your office at any time. 


A running report of progress in any matter 
before any government body in which you may 
be interested. This includes formal and informa) 
complaints before the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, matters before the Federal Trade 
Commission, bills in Congress and similar 
matters. 


A careful watch kept and a report made on any 
development in any specific rate in which you 
are apprehensive that a change may be 
attempted. 


A place where you may obtain without charge 
single copies of any document issued by any gov- 
ernment department. This includes reports and 
tentative reports of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission and similar documents. 


An office in the city of Washington where you 


will be furnished with facilities for transacting 
your business whenever you happen to be there. 


NO, THIS SERVICE 
IS NOT EXPENSIVE 


As a matter of fact it is 
part of every subscrip- 
tion for the 


RAFFICWORL 


which is, in itself the most com- 
plete and prompt traffic news 
service available. 


Let us send you a series of sam- 
ples and detailed information. 


The Traffic Service Corporation 
418 So. Market St., Chicago, Ill. 






















YOUR ANNOUNCEMENT 


in this directory for 52 consecutive 
issues will cost less than first class 
postage to mail a single communi- 
cation to each one of our readers. 





Ricnarp A. ZWEMER James W. Caszry 


ZWEMER AND CASEY 
Practice Before All Commissions and in All Courts 
| R S 7 Cl iff ti Cl . 


Suite 1638—11 South La Salle St. 
Telephones Randolph 4202-03 Chicago, Dlinois 


H. D. DRISCOLL 
ATTORNEY AT LAW 
WRIGHT and H.R. CONLEY, Rate Specialists 


502-3 Petroleum es 
| OKLAHOMA CITY, KLA. 


Washington Office, 714 Pennants Bldg. 
| C. R. HILLYER, 


| Continental Illinois Building, Chicago, 
F. C. HILLYER, 

New Chamber of Commerce Bldg., Jacksonville, Fla. 
COMMERCE COUNSEL 


| Semecty Attcrney-Examiners of the Interstate 
mmerce Commission 





Illinois 


Frank A. Leffingwell Dick Dixon 


IEFFINGWELL & DIXON 

| ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

SPECIALIZING IN RATE, CLASSIFICATION 
AND VALUATION CASES 


| Nineteenth Floor, Santa Fe Bldg., Dallas, Texas 





WARREN H. WAGNER 
ATTORNEY AT LAW 
| Investment Building, Washington, D. C. 
Formerly Assistant Chief Examiner 
Interstate Commerce Commission 


AND 


CHARLES E. BELL 
TRAFFIC ANALYST 


Freight Rate Analyses 


and 
Preparation of Rate Complaints 
Transportation Building 








WASHINGTON, D. C. 








i Storers, Distributors and Forwarders 
of General Merchandise 
175,000 Square Feet Floor Space 
eee R. R. Siding. 
Virginia Bonded Warehouse Corp. 
1709 East Cary Street 


THE TRAFFIC WORLD 


EDWARD A. HAID 


Especial attention to rate and railroad 
matters generally. . 
1704-6 Boatmen’s Bank Bldg. 
St. Louis, Mo. 


CARLE WHITEHEAD ALBERT L. VOGL 


WHITEHEAD & VOGL 


Attorneys at Law 


Twenty Years’ Practice Befo 
THE INTERSTATE COMM apg COMMISSION 


Practice in wt poy 
803-806 Patterson Building Yona Colorado 


THOMAS M. WOODWARD 
ATTORNEY AT LAW 


Formerly Attorney for the Director General 
of Railroads and Attorney and Examiner 
for the Interstate Commerce Commission. 


Transportation Building, WASHINGTON, D.C. 


Moultrie Hitt Ben B. Cain, Jr. 
Clarence A. Miller G. Kibby Munson 


HITT, MILLER, CAIN & MUNSON 


Attorneys at Law 


Interstate Commerce and Federal 
Tax Matters a Specialty 


Union Trust Building WASHINGTON, 


J. K. MOORE 


Attorney at Law 


a 
Rate Specialist 
Specializing in Commerce Practice 
Cotton Exchange Building 
OKLAHOMA TY 


D. C. 


THOMAS L. PHILIPS 


ATTORNEY AT LAW 
Especial attention to matters before Inter- 
state Commerce and Federal Trade Commis- 
sions, rates, price fixing and valuation. 


PRACTICE IN ALL COURTS 
Liberty Central Trust Co. Bldg., ST. LOUIS, MO. 


DIRECTORY OF TRAFFIC MANAGERS, 
COMMERCE EXPERTS AND SPECIALISTS 


BISHOP & BAHLER 


TRAFFIC MANAGERS 
All Traffic and Transportation Matters 
Interstate Commerce and State Commission Cases 
E. W. HOLLINGSWORTH 
Commerce Attorney 
1006 Fifth Street, Sacramento, Calif. 
319 Fourteenth Street 369 Pine Street 
Oakland, Calif. San Francisee, Calif 








2sc Ins. Rate 


MERCHANDISE STORAGE and 
POOL CAR DISTRIBUTION 


Warehouses Located in Heart of Railroad District and Jobbing Trade 


FEDERAL COMPRESS & WAREHOUSE COMPANY 


689 South Front Street, MEMPHIS, TENN. 






DIRECTORY OF ATTORNEYS AT LAW PRACTICING 
BEFORE THE INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION 
ee 


PAYSOFF TINKOFF 


ATTORNEY AT LAW 
-AND-— 
CERTIFIED ra 5 SOSSUNTANT (ILL.) 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE CLAIMS 


ERAL_ TA 


FED ES 
1540 BUILDERS’ BUILDING CHICAGO, ILL. 


JOS. C. COLQUITT 
ATTORNEY AT LAW 


Freight Classification Matters 
Interstate Commerce and 
Departmental Practice 

810 Eighteenth St.. WASHINGTON, D. C. 


HARLEIGH H. HARTMAN 
ATTORNEY AT LAW 
Formerly Rate and Finance Examiner 
and Valuation Attorney for 
Interstate Commerce Commission 
610-614 Mills Building WASHINGTON, D. C. 


HENRY C. KEENE 


ATTORNEY AT LAW 
Fifteen Years With Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission as Accountant, Attorney and Examiner 


Interstate Commerce Litigation a Specialty 
Transportation Bldg.. WASHINGTON, D. C. 


MANGHUM, MANGHUM & SHANDS 
COMMERCE ATTORNEYS 
Transportation Building, Washington, D. C. 
State-Planters Building, Richmond, Va. 
Mason Manghum, fermerly with Interstate Com- 
merce Commission and Virginia Commission. 


H. E. Manghum, formerly Commerce Counsel, 
United States Shipping Board. 











JOHN ANDREW RONAN 
LAWYER AND COMMERCE ATTORNEY 
11 South La Salle Street, Chicago, Illinois 


Twenty Years’ Practical Experience in 
Transportation and Traffic Matters 
Telephone Randolph 0844 


TRAFFIC 








T. D. GEOGHEGAN 
COMMERCE SPECIALIST 
Matters Before State and Federal 

Commissions and Departments 


TRANSPORTATION BUILDING 
WASHINGTON, D. C. 
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July 18—Omaha, Neb.—Examiner Harraman: 

* 22128—Omaha Metal and Rubber Co. et al. vs. C. & N. W. Ry. et al. 

July 18—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Trezise: 

* 23108_—Western Maryland Ry. vs. Pa. R. R. 

July 18—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
18596—Tonawanda Paper Co., Inc., et al. vs. N. Y. C. R. R. et al. 
14531—West Virginia Pulp & Paper Co. vs. A. A. R. R. et al. 
14530—West Virginia Pulp & Paper Co. vs. B. & O. R. R. et al. 
13950—Michigan Paper Mills Traffic Assn. vs. N. Y. C. R. R. et al. 
13431—Michigan Paper Mills Traffic Assn. vs. Mich. Cent. R. R. et al. 
= Traffic Assn. vs. Algoma Central & Hudson Bay 

Ry. et al. 

12108—Wisconsin Traffic Assn. vs. C. & N. W. Ry. et al. 
9987—Michigan Paper Mills Traffic Assn. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 

July 19—Kalamazoo, Mich.—Examiner Colvin: 

* 20709—Michigan Silo Co., Kalamazoo, Mich., et al. vs. B. & A. R. R. 

et al. (further hearing). 

July 19—Birmingham, Ala.—Examiner Kerwin: 

* 22052—Alabama By-Products Corp. et al. vs. L. & N. R. R. et al. 

* 1, & S. 3288—Limestone from Ala. to Southwestern territory. 


July 19—Savannah, Ga.—Examiner Binkley: 
* — (and sub. 1)—Savannah Traffic Bureau, Inc., vs. M. & M. T. 
o. et al. 


July 19—Argument at Washington, D. C.: . 

* eee Slaughterers’ Traffic Assn. et al. vs. N. Y. C. 
. R. et al. 

* — — Sub. 1 to 3, incl.)—Swift & Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. 
y. et al. 

* 17411 (and Sub. 1 to 3, incl.)—Kennett-Murray Live Stock Buying 
Organization et al. vs. A. C. & Y. Ry. et al. 

July 19—Omaha, Neb.—Examiner Harraman: 

* 22217—Concrete Engineering Co. vs, A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 

July 20—Kalamazoo, Mich.—Examiner Colvin: 

* 45381—Vera Chemical Co. of Can., Ltd., vs. Ala. Cent. R. R. et al. 
(further hearing, for sole purpose of taking proof, that charges 
on resin which moved subsequent to dates of the hearing already 
had were paid and borne by complainant). 

July 22—Florence, Ala.—Examiner Kerwin: 

* 20945—Ware Bros. Agency vs. C. & A. R. R. et al. 

* 21684 (and Sub. Nos. 1 to 24, incl.)—Ware Bros. Agency vs. A. B. 
& C. R. R.- et al. 

July 22—Bluff Point, 
Howell: 

* 21095 (and cases consolidated therewith)—Rates on newsprint paper, 
import and domestic, to points in Official and Southern Classifica- 
tion territory (adjourned hearing). 

July 22—Grand Rapids, Mich.—Examiner Colvin: 

* 22053—Cadillac Malleable Iron Co. vs. A. A. R. R. et al. 


July 22—Omaha, Neb.—Examiner Harraman: 
* 22171—Trimble Bros. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 
ray 22—Cedar Rapids, Ia.—Examiner Hagerty: 


02 ie Sub. 1)—Cherry-Burrell Corp. et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. 
et al. 


July 23—Florence, Ala.—Examiner Kerwin: 
* 22064—King Co. vs. F. E. C. Ry. et al. 


N. Y.—Commissioner Campbell and Examiner 


What Some of Our Clients Have to Say 
About Our Service 


“A COMPLETE SERVICE” 


An all-comprehensive good service from one source 
is worth considering. “Watching” Service is as com- 
plete as you want it. 


Mr. B. J. Hamm, Manager, 
Special Service Department, 

Traffic Service Corporation, Washington, D. C. 
Dear Sir: 

Referring to yours of Sept. 23d, if you think it 
will do you a particle of good you may, indeed, use 
my name in connection with your Watching Service. 

I can recommend that, without qualification, as 
something decidedly worthwhile and a very impor- 
tant aid to one that must keep in touch with trans- 
portation developments. 

I can not only speak in the highest terms of that 
— part of your service but all the others and, 

guess, in one way or another I have used them all. 
I cannot recall a single instance where a query to 
your office has not been immediately answered, and 
I have also seen some very efficient work done by 
our tariff and rate department in compiling rate 
istories and other similar works. 

Yours very truly, NEW ENGLAND PAPER & 
PULP TRAFFIC ASSN. 


(Signed) C. L. WHITTEMORE, 
Traffic Manager. 


Write us for further information 


The Traffic Service Corporation 
MILLS BUILDING WASHINGTON, D. C. 


THE TRAFFIC WORLD 
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The 
Rate Committee 
Docket 


is the first public notice the carriers 
give of their intention to consider 
rate changes. The shipper who 
keeps a careful watch on the dockets 
of all the carriers’ committees al- 
ways knows the exact situation with 
regard to his rates and those of his 
competitor. 
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When he sees a rate in which he 
is interested mentioned in one of 
these dockets, as published in 


he raffic Bulletin 


he knows he still has time to let 
the committee have his views in 
the matter, and he expresses 
them, either for or against the 
proposal. 
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Are you taking advantage of 
this privilege of having a voice 
in the making of your own rates? 


i) 


Besides the dockets of eighteen rate 
committees, THE TRAFFIC 
BULLETIN prints regularly the 
hearing bulletins and disposition 
notices of several of them, and more 
than ten other important items. 
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May we send you a copy 
of the current number? 


The Traffic Bulletin 
418 S. Market St. Chicago, Illinois 
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